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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 writing is a big deal for the whole group of scientists and scientific community. It shows them that carbon dioxide isn't just about climate change. It's actually something really basic that all life needs to start and keep going. The writer looks at old research and how different living things use CO2. They even found out that for some things, not having any CO2 can kill them, which is pretty surprising. This paper makes all the scientists think more widely about CO2. It also says it's important to ask questions and not just accept everything, especially when things get mixed up with politics. Plus, the writer shares their own interesting discovery about how even tiny living things really need CO2. So, this helps everyone in science think about something important in a new way. Hence research or review of this kind is crucial to the scientific community. This kind of research is valued by the reviewer.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate for this article.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. However, the abstract is very short, and some detailed information about this work is needed. The reviewer would like to request the author of this paper to include some more information about this work in the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	According to the reviewer, this manuscript is accurate from a scientific standpoint.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript contains adequate, current, and appropriate references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	A modest change is necessary since the reviewer believes that the article's English and language are inappropriate for

scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) After carefully reviewing the introduction, it seems that a more thorough revision is needed. To make this work stronger, the research problem could be explained in more detail. More of what other people have already written needs to be looked at. Also, the reasons for doing this study should be made more believable.
2) To truly understand the significance of this research's findings and its implications, it is necessary to expand on the conclusion quite a bit.

3) To make this paper clearer, better organized, and stronger academically, a real effort should be made to improve the language structure. This article would benefit from better English. This includes better sentence structure, more precise word choices, and more natural ways of saying things.
4) A literature review is needed in this article.

5) An article on “Result and Discussion” is also needed in this article.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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