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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

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



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This research matters because it tests a cheap, natural way to clean up distillery waste, a big pollutant from industry. It clearly shows which common bug works best to remove certain nutrients and metals. This info can help scientists and engineers make better wastewater systems that target specific problems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	No, it is not. It lists too many specific numbers, which is confusing. Delete most of the percentage data (e.g., 32.16%, 14.21%) and keep only the key findings. Briefly state which microbe was best for reducing major nutrient groups and metals. See the submitted file
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. The methods lack details needed to repeat the experiment. The discussion does not explain how the microbes removed the nutrients/metals. See the submitted file
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are okay, but a lot of them are old. Many important ones are over 15 years old. The authors should swap out some of the older sources(like from 2006-2008) with newer studies on DSW bioremediation done in the last five years. This will make sure their work looks current.
	

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


	The language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication, but it contains numerous formatting errors (like inconsistent section numbering and missing italics for species names) that need correction.
	

	Optional/General comments


	ABSTRACT
Abstract too detailed; remove stats and summarize. Simplify by summarizing key findings rather than listing all percentage reductions.

INTRODUCTION
Introduction doesn’t state what’s new versus past studies.
Fails to state what new insight this study provides compared to existing work on A. niger and P. fluorescens.
MATERIALS & METHODS
Missing details on microbial source, identification, and inoculum preparation (e.g., spore count, CFU/ml). No justification for using 25% dilution of spent wash.

Shaking protocol not clear; give specifics. (“shaken daily”). Sample preparation for metal analysis not specified (digestion?). No bioassay done to prove actual “detoxification.”

Was raw DSW stored? Conditions could alter properties. Room temperature not defined; fluctuations affect activity. 
RESULTS & DISCUSSION

Lacks mechanistic explanation—how are nutrients/metals being removed (assimilation, precipitation, etc.)?
Is Pseudomonas really reducing sulfate? Explain. Best results at day 10; does treatment stall after?

Why compare M1D1 to M0D2/D3 and not just M0D1?
Where did the removed nutrients/metals go (biomass, precipitate)? No pH or EC monitored during incubation; these affect microbes.

CONCLUSION
Conclusion repeats results; lacks practical next steps.
No mention of other toxic metals (Cr, Cd, Pb); why omitted?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. I did not identify any specific ethical issue
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