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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript presents an innovative approach to converting an invasive aquatic weed into a valuable resource for microbial cultivation. The study contributes to enhancing sustainability and economically viable biotechnological practices. Overall, the work supports the development of circular bio-resources utilization strategies and offers a practical solution for integrating waste management with high-value biomass production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is informative and clear. It effectively reflects the core aspects of the study.
	

	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 well structured and presents a clear background, objective, methodology, key findings, and overall conclusion of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and well-defined. However, some methodology details need clarification, particularly the presentation of growth and pigment calculation equations, experimental reproducibility, and unit consistency.
Overall, the study is scientifically valid, but need moderate revisions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are adequate and relevant. However, some references required standardisation of formatting and minor corrections to meet journal publication standards. 
Example: 

1. In-text correct format: Ogbonna et al. (1995)

2. In references list Correct format: Uddin, A. F. M. J., Ifaz, M. I., Husna, M. A., Sakib, I., & Rakibuzzaman, M. (2020). Comparative growth analysis of Spirulina platensis using urea as a nitrogen substitute for NaNO₃. International Journal of Business, Social and Scientific Research, 8(2), 76–80. http://www.ijbssr.com/currentissueview/ijbssr07036
*Please follow this pattern in all the cited references in text as well as in the reference list, respectively.
	

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


	Language quality of the article is satisfactory.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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