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	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.


	The manuscript targets the the biodegradation and detoxification of spent distillery wash with zero sludge discharge in the wastewater generation. Maximum utilization of the isolates and the nutrient recovery would be  a more fascinating outcome
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	The abstract is not proper. It discusses only the results of the experiment. It does not give the abridged form of the entire work. It has to be completely rewritten
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Though the manuscript is scientifically acceptable, it has its own shortcomings. Reasons in the discussion part of the results is unclear. Several queries have to be answered. Explanations are to be offered to the following questions.
1. Why most nutrients and heavy metals are better reduced by the isolates on 10th day compared to 20th and 30th days? Further, why these specific intervals of 10th, 20th and 30th days have been fixed by the authors? Not clearly mentioned

2. What is the reason for the specific affinity of nutrients towards selective isolates ?

3. What are the permissible limits of the ions and heavy metals in DSW? Which standards are followed and compared?

4. Why only certain reference articles alone compared for percentage reduction? That too Paper mill and tannery effluents confiscations for Fe and Zn against their presence in DSW of Sugar mill wastewater treatment? How come the results be validated with these references, since the nature of wastewaters differ in different industries based on their operations and properties.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Except 5 references post 2020, all other references are not from recent articles. The reference part has to be revamped
	

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


	Ok. It is very normal, with less detailing
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	The manuscript has to be rewritten since it expresses a series of inadequacies and improper explanations
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