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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.

Goal of the research is perfect, improving solubility of pesticide in water in order to make its
degradation easy, which prevent soil pollution as well.

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

No, my suggested tilte is;
“Enhanced solubilisation of insecticide phosalone by using anionic and cationic surfactants
in agueous solution by micellizatioin”

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.

No, the title and first line of the abstract is not matching.
Put the title what | have suggested and change the first line of the abstract accordingly.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

OK

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.

The research is ok, but the logic is not clear. Let me explain.

If you are considering pesticide as polar (as you mentioned high dipole moment in Result and
Discussion section) and its interaction with polar head group of the surfactant(s). How micelle
is formed then ? How pesticide molecule will be encapsulated in core of the micelle in aq.
solution?

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

Yes,

Minc;r REVISION comments

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

Language is OK.

Optional/General comments

Gemini surfactants encapsulate more efficiently than conventional surfactants, why the researcher
didn’t use Gemini surfactant as he included ‘geminis’ in his references.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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