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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.
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	1.
 The title gets straight to the point. It’s clear, scientific, and really captures what the paper’s about—how microbes work, how they affect biogeochemistry, and how this connects to bioremediation.

2.
The abstract repeats itself in places and feels a bit long. Cutting it down and tightening up the language will help. The core science is solid and relevant, but it just needs a bit of polishing to hit the mark for publication.

3.
Adding a schematic diagram alongside the table will make things easier to follow.

4.
4. The jump from chemical controls to micro-scale biofilm processes feels a bit sudden. Try smoothing out that transition so the sections flow better.

5.
5. Section 5.0, “Biomineralisation and precipitation: microbes as mineral engineers in contaminated settings,” reads well—just add a few references to back up your points.
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6. The conclusion does a nice job tying the science to real-world remediation, which makes the study more practical. Still, you can boost clarity and rigor by adding more references, sharpening the scientific language, and tightening up the sentence structure.
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