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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. s thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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A little. Any metals in wastewater present in either simple or complex ion-form. Adsorption in
aqueous phase requires sufficient period to achieve equilibrium, thus the minimum period has to
mentioned. The effective removal is a measure of performance relative to the initial concentration,
therefore the comparison among different initial concentration must be considered the amount
adsorbed as well. Otherwise, this might lead to the improper conclusion for further work. In addition,
pore size of both biomass and biochar can reach nano-scale, but particle size rarely reduces to
nano-scale, under which the adsorbent particle is unable to be soaked in agueous solution.

Abstract must be concise to cover the objective, methodology, and essential results obtained in the
study without motivation, discussion or conclusion.

The manuscript is very slightly correct in scientific point of view.

Introduction has to describe the importance of the study without repeating the same thing in various
form of sentences. Several KEYWORDS are not related to the study.
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communications?

The whole manuscript should be written in past tenses.
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