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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 manuscript addresses a highly significant topic within the scientific community, highlighting pressing contemporary issues that necessitate solutions grounded in environmentally sustainable membrane technology. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript title is appropriate; however, an alternative suggestion is "Effect of Membrane Pore Size on the Activity of Immobilized Urease Enzymes."
	

	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 clear and concise; however, the authors should more explicitly specify the parameters measured and the outcomes achieved to clearly address the research question in a standalone manner. For example, the membrane pore sizes investigated-such as 20 nm, 100 nm, and 200 nm-should be explicitly linked to the performance outcomes, highlighting the most efficient design based on the experimental results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The fundamental concept underlying the research question is scientifically sound; however, the manuscript currently lacks sufficient empirical evidence to convincingly support the claims within the scientific community. Therefore, the authors are strongly encouraged to address these deficiencies to meet the standards of reputable peer-reviewed publications.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are insufficient to substantiate the claims and effectively persuade the audience
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments
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	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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