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	The review focuses on the use and employment of two enzymes (NMO and NAO) that process industrial pollutants (nitro compounds). The two enzymes differ fundamentally:

NMO: prefers anionic (negatively charged) compounds and uses histidine to stabilize them.

NAO: uses only neutral compounds because it has a negatively charged aspartate that repels anions.

Their chemical mechanisms of action are also different. The review aimed to examine the use of these two enzymes in the bioremediation of these pollutants.
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	The abstract is particularly appropriate because it focuses on successfully summarizing the main points of the original article clearly and concisely, focusing on:

The main topic: The two enzymes (NMO and NAO), which are the enzymes under review. The author then addresses the research problem, the chemical composition of the enzymes used, and the ultimate goal of bioremediation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The review is important from a scientific point of view and can be considered an important reference for future studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No


	


Reviewer details:

Ayad Kadhim Fadhil, Ministry of Education - General Directorate of Education in Karbala, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


