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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The potential of coconut shell activated carbon for agricultural drainage water quality minimization; pH 
adjustment, and excess nitrate and sulphate adsorption were discussed in detail. The manuscript has a few 
problems and can be published after editing these problems. 
1. There are some formatting and spelling errors in the manuscript. 
2.In the study, the activated agent is potassium hydroxide (KOH), not phosphoric acid (H3PO4). 
3.The equation qt=(C0-Ct)/ms should be modified to qt=(C0-Ct)V0/ms, where V0 is the solution volume. 
4.In Fig 2, surface morphology of the sample before Activation, the sample should be the coconut shell 
charcoal, not the coconut shell, so in section 3.2, the sentence “structural and morphological characteristics of 
coconut shells before and after activation” should be modified as “structural and morphological characteristics 
of coconut shell charcoal before and after activation”. 
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