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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The title of this manuscript sounds very promising but
the content does not provide answers. This article
seems to be more an overview of existing technologies
for algaeculture than a research article.

The intention of the article is not clear as there is no
research question. Given the missing research
guestion | cannot judge the consistency of results and
discussion. | assume that the author(s) want to discuss
pros and cons of different technologies but there is no
methodology section that would guide the analysis.

| suggest the author(s) to revise the manuscript and in
particular to include (1) research questions, (2)
methodology, (3) discuss the different technologies, (4)
explain why algae would be ‘an alternative to solving
energy sustainability crises in developing countries’.

This paper was submitted under the “Review
Article” segment. (3) and (4) have already been
treated in the paper.

Other aspects are have been adjusted to justify
your review.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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