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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The today’s era of waste water management is increasing and more in demand. Such toxic
materials have to be removed from the waste water and more cost-effective research is needed
in this area.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Title is fine and acceptable.
But author has not brought the impact of equilibrium studies and the word detoxification
used in the title.

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.

Results must be clearly given in the abstract with justification and scope of study

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Paper is made too lengthy.

The results of the both types of phenol can be clubbed and rewritten
The graphs are they plotted in excel or origin. They are totally looking different.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Though the topic chosen is the need of the area for protecting the environment, author has to
clearly write the paper as a research article, it is been more written as a project report.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

References can be added still. No were in the result and its discussion the references are
coated.

Minor REVISION comments

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

No paper needs English correction or reconsideration in writing the manuscript.

Optional/General comments
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