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	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 manuscript has a double importance. On the one hand, wastewater treatment is important because pollutants can cause serious ecological damage and pose significant risks to human health. Thus, effective wastewater management is a priority to safeguard water quality and ensure sustainable availability. And on the other hand, microalgae can support the functional food sector while meeting the growing health demands of future generations. Thus, wastewater can provide nutrients, which allow microalgae to remove pollutants by phytoremediation while simultaneously fixing atmospheric CO2 during growth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate and addresses the theme stated in the manuscript
	

	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 manuscript abstract is comprehensive and covers all stages of the research
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is written correctly from a scientific perspective
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	As the references are more than 30% more than 10 years old, it would be prudent to make a more up-to-date bibliographic review and replace old references with more recent ones.
	

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


	The quality of English is sufficient for academic peer-to-peer communications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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