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PART1:ReviewComments 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

 
Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance 
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity.Whyd
o youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript? 
Aminimumof3-4 sentences may be required for 
this part. 

 
Myopinion: 
I suggest you rewrite this introduction, state what is a problem, why the research is essential, previous 
work that has been done, identify the research gaps, introduce the SGDs and circular economy, why 
the need to Treat Wastewater using selected Microalgae for Irrigation, this section is critical to convince 
the reviewers the importance ofthis paper.It should be clearthat youhave done a thoroughreviewand 
what your paperistryingto 
address,showdemographicsofMicroalgaegenerated,andincorporatepreviouseconomicanalysisonsimilar 
projectsthatweredone. 
 

 

 
Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
Myopinionisthetitleofthearticleisnotsuitable. 

 
Iwillproposethetitletoread: 
“TreatedWastewaterusingselectedMicroalgaeforIrrigation” 

 

 
Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthis 
section? Please write your suggestions here. 

 
Theabstractofthearticleisnotcomprehensiveandscientificallysound; 

AddHighlightsandtheymustbeaffirmative.Thus,youareadvisedtoreviseandaddhighlightsbystating 
the specific outcome of the findings. 
Abriefmethodologyexplaininghowtheseparameterswereoptimizedismissingherepleaseadd? 
After the objective and the aim of the study write a brief methodology. 
Brieflyreporttheresults 
Theauthorshouldexpandthescopeandincorporatespecificsustainabledevelopmentgoals(SDGs) 
 

 

 
Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript 
appropriate? 

 
Subsectionsarenotclearandproperlywrittenandthereisluckofconsistence. 
There are no structures in the whole manuscript making the idea difficult to come out easily. Consider 
including structures, equations, flow charts to help reinforce the ideal to the reader. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific 
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinkthat 
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicall
y sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

 

The manuscriptisscientifically robust andtechnically soundto my opinion,sinceit intends to 
giveinsights on: 

 WastewaterTreatmentandthecirculareconomy 
 ItspeaksonIrrigation,andAgriculturegeneral. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave 
suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Yes,theyaresufficient 
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MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable 
for scholarly communications? 

 
Thelanguageisokandsuitableforscholarlycommunications 

 

 
Optional/Generalcomments 

 
Ingeneral,thispaperwaswellorganizedandwritten,andIrecommenditforpublicationafterminor 
revision. 

 
[1].Highlights(mandatory) 

Highlights consist of a short collection of bullet points that convey the core findings of the article and 
should be submittedinaseparate 
fileintheonlinesubmissionsystem.Pleaseuse'Highlights'inthefilenameandinclude3 to 5 bullet points 
(maximum 85 characters, including spaces, per bullet point). 

 
[2]

 Theabstractshouldberewrittentoemphasizetheimportanceandnecessityofthispap

er. [3]. Graphical Abstract (optional) 

GraphicalAbstractsshouldsummarize thecontentsofthearticleinaconcise,pictorialformdesignedtocapture 
the attention of a wide readership online. 

[4] Keywordsshouldbeseparatedbycolon" 

 

 

 
 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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