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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 (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.


	The current manuscript has some strengths due to its topic that is about using biofertilizer to enhance the growth of plant and reducing the probable side effects of chemical fertilizer that might affect human health. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. However, due to the grammatical points, I changed it into:
ALGAL CONSORTIA AS  GREEN ALTERNATIVES: ENHANCING SOIL HEALTH AND TOMATO CULTIVATION


	

	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.


	In the abstract of the manuscript, the introduction part is more than other parts. Moreover, there is a lack of materials and methods part.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some inconsistencies between the results and the figures or tables that are highlighted in the manuscript and authors must mention and justify them. The table 2 must be rechecked and the results must be written again due to some inconsistencies.

According to the figures and tables, it seems that other factors might affect the results. For example, the number of flowers has shown different consequences and reduced in most treatments except for T4, T5, and T9. The authors didn’t have the exact reason for occurring such results. How can you justify the results?

It had better to investigate more parameters or characters like length and width of the leaves to obtain better results.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is better to put more appropriate references.
	

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


	The English language of the manuscript must be improved. Some grammatical points that must be mentioned are attached to the file. However, the whole manuscript must be edited by a native or qualified person.


	

	Optional/General comments


	In my opinion, after major revision the present manuscript could be mentioned to publish in the journal. 
In the introduction part, the table must be omitted and instead the authors must explain and compare their results with those findings in the discussion part of the manuscript. Also, in the last paragraph they have not mentioned the aim of this study.

In the materials and methods part, the version of the software used in the manuscript must be added. Moreover, the brand and manufacture country of the apparatus used in the manuscript must be added.

Also, In the results part, it is better to write Figure instead of Graph  (Check the instruction of the journal). Moreover, all abbreviated words in the tables and figures must be explained in details in the figure and table captions.


	


	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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