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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 

 

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 

 

2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

 

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 

 

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 

additional suggestions/comments) 

 

 

 

The manuscript is important for the scientific community 

 

 

 

Remove the word comparative from the title. 

 

 

Yes 

 

Improvement be done in methodology its too summarised missing out very many information out 

The manuscript is somehow not correct but if optimisation is done, it will be very correct to justify 

our conclusion 

 

The references are not sufficient since a whole paragraph can miss a single citation. This should be 

improved before the paper is accepted. 

 

How was the sample transported to the laboratory? 

How much of the samples were collected? 

What sample parameters were taken and recorded in the field? 

List of equipment and reagents used missing. 

Season of sampling missing. 

Include the country of origin to all machines used in analysis 

The research should justify why the adsorption experiments were done at chosen conditions 

without optimization 

The researcher should improve on citing works that do not belong to him/her 

The researcher should   fit the data to test adsorption isotherms/kinetics 

Justification of the study should be improved in the introduction part why the research was done 

and why in the chosen locality ? 

Label the diagrams in ways that communicate not as abcd… 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 

 

 

Need to be improved before publication i.e tenses and scientific language 
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The researcher should improve on the tenses in reporting work already done. It should be in past 

tense 
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