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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.


	This work is importan for water quality and waste management especially in the recent climate problems and human activities. This manuscript is the experimental investigation of the freshwater diatom response to the effluent in dilutions. This research data has revealed many aspects of microalgae response to the specific concentration of effluents; growth, morphology, and pigment composition. The result can be useful in may aspects too in particular for the biological treatment in water quality control and monitoring in the natural water.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is quite comprehensive. 

1. However, I would like to recommend the auther to add a part at the beginning, i.e., introduction and objective of the study for a clearer frame of the research.
2. Effluent dilutions need to be clarify more in details such as the souce and the general composition (such as N and P).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Introduction paragraphs can be combined into the same paragraph if that mension about the same thing. 
2. The polluted effluents should be mension also in introduction. Basically, the bioremediation or application of microalgae study with effluent.
3. Method part is clear however, it should included the detail and souce of effluent.

4. The result part is very informative. However, result part still lacks of control treatment data (nutrient removal), so the interpretation might be change. Moreover, this data should be included in the discussion part also, then we could say that the assimilation rate was occurred compared to the comtrol.
5. Discussion might mension to other species of microalgae that related in the role of assimilation and bioindicator of poor water. Species comparison can be explained.
6. Conclucion part should include some implications on effluent and waste management.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	-
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	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 detail)

No
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