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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.


	The author may want to re-focus, or actually do what the title suggests. i.e. a “review on optimization formulation”.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is misleading. The manuscript does not perform an “optimization formulation study”. The title can be rephrased to reflect the work with something like, “Spirulina multivitamin tablets: a comprehensive review of nutritional profile, therapeutics, and formulation”.
	

	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 sounds more like a general information on Spirulina tablet. The abstract did not spell out the methodology and results of the study.
My suggestion is to have a clear objective and rewrite the abstract to reflect the intro, aim, methodology of the review, results and main conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some information was repeated and there was no critical appraisal of the included/cited studies.

The section on ‘Nutritional And Growth Characteristics of Spirulina’ was repeated, together with the table.
The claim that “It is one of the planet's first living things, spirulina is the most abundant and well-balanced natural food.” is not backed with scientific evidence, and may be an overstatement.
Because the research lacked a central theme (lacks structure and focus), it felt like reading through a summary  paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient (50 references) with about 70% of them within the past 10 years.
	

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


	Some grammatical errors which can be easily fixed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript lacks structure and a clear objective. The title is misleading too. It can be restructured to fit a proper review with methods, results, and discussion/conclusion. Included studies should be critically evaluated, after meeting the inclusion criteria.
If the author wish to leave the title as it is, then he/she will have to do some comparison studies in order to establish the optimal dosages for Spirulina and provide justification and scientific evidence supporting their claims.
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