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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1- Yes,itis
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Sewage can use as fertilizer because the richness in nutrients presents an
interest for soil improvement (agriculture) and a risk for water courses and
2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable? plants due to the phenomenon of eutrophication through their
(If not please suggest an alternative title) uncontrolled discharge into the environment.
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
4- Almost parts of manuscript are appropriate but it need for a map to show

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? the study sites and the need for references that agree with the idea of the
manuscript in the discussion.
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additional references, please mention in the review form. 6- Yes

Writing the references uniformly throughout the manuscript, as the
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes

communications?
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