
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 
Journal Name: International Research Journal of Pure and Applied Chemistry  
Manuscript Number: Ms_IRJPAC_107824 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Copper removal by a clay from central Côte d’Ivoire 

Type of the Article  
 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 
 

1. Wastewater contamination with heavy metals is a problem worldwide due to rapid 
industrialization. The research seeks to remove heavy metal (copper) using clay in Cote d’Ivoire.  
 
 
 
2. Copper removal using a lump of clay from wastewater in central Côte d’Ivoire 
 
 
3. The methodology is not that clear, it is appearing in conclusions yet it is not there in the body.  
 
 
4. Appropriate 
 
5. Correct, but the conclusions do not link up the aims and the methodology. There seems different 
research joined together, the one where there was oxidation and the one where there was 
adsorption.  
 
 
6. Avoid references that are more than 3 years old 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Good 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There seems different research joined together.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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