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PART1: ReviewComments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart
inthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback
here)

Pleasewritea
fewsentencesregardingtheimportance
ofthismanuscriptfor
thescientificcommunity.Whydo
(ordislike)thismanuscript? Aminimumof

cantancacmavharanniradfarthicnart

youlike
3-4

Sincesugarcanebagasseisasolidwasteandtheobtainedironremovalefficienciesareveryhigh,
the researchcanmakea considerableimpactwithinthescientificcommunity.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

It issuggestedtodeletetheword‘material’fromthetitle. Thenthetitlewillbeasfollows:

USINGSUGARCANEBAGASSEASANADSORBENTTOREMOVEIRONFROMWATER

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)of
somepointsinthis
section?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere.

Theabstractlacks comprehensiveness.ltshouldpresent the
keyresultsquantitatively.Importantdata
toincludearetheremovalefficiencyattheoptimaltimeanddosage,theoptimal timeanddosage,

adsorptioncapacity,Langmuirisothermconstantsandthedeterminationcoefficient.

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
pt appropriate?

No.

Introduction: Thekeyoutcomesandoutputsoftheresearchconductedsofaronusingsugarcanebagas
se asanadsorbentneedtobepresentedwithcitations.Additionally, theareaswherefurtherresearchis
neededto advanceknowledgein thisfield,shouldbe highlighted.Thereis nosinglecitationin the
‘Introduction’,whichisa
seriousdrawbackofthismanuscript.
Methods

Themethodology forpreparingsugarcanebagasseadsorbent
appearstobebasedonexistingliterature;
however,thesourceshavenotbeencited.Ifthismethodologyhadnotbeenderivedfrompastresearch,
thena detailedrationaleforeachsteptakenshouldhavebeenprovided.

Adetailedexplanation ofthestandard methodforironanalysisinwaterisnotnecessaryinthissection.
Thisinformationcanbemoreappropriatelycoveredinasupplementary document.ltissufficientto
mentionthenameofthestandardanalysismethodhere.

The'Method'sectionneedstoberewrittentoclearlyconveytheinformationwithoutanyambiguit
y. ResultsandDiscussion:

Thequalityofthegraphsisweak.Someaxesarenotlabelled.Someaxeshavenoconsistentgraduations
(thex-axisofFigurel).

Pleasewritea
fewsentencesregardingthescientific
correctnessofthismanuscript.Whydoyouthinktha
t
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnica

Thoughtheresearchhasverygoodresults,thepresentationoftheworkisweak.Thedegreeofnovelty
of theresearchislow.
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Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?If The'Introduction’ sectionlackscitations.Although
youhave theuseofsugarcanebagasseforheavymetalremoval isnotanoveltopic,themanuscript
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement shouldprovide athoroughreviewofexistingresearch inthisareaand
ion theminthereviewform. identifyanyremainingresearchgaps.Tocontributemeaningfullytothefield,thecurrentstudyshouldai
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Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable
forscholarlycommunications?

Yes

Optional/Generalcomments
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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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