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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript is very important to the scientific community because it deals with waste water
treatment, although the waste water treated can not be used for drinking and other domestic
purposes. Therefore, the authors of this manuscript needs to tailor their discussion toward that
aspect.

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

The title is not appropriate because at the end of the research, there was no remediation of any
kind. Instead the title can be: Comparative analysis of physical, chemical and biological
treatment methods of wastewater in (the name of the locality should be mentioned here).

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.

The abstract is poorly written and suggestions has been made for it to be re-written. The format
should follow the worldwide accepted ways of writing abstract i.e little of introduction of the
research, summary of the materials and methods used during the research with standard
references, followed by results findings from the research, conclusion which is the highlights of
the research and finally recommendations if there is any.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes, itis, but the authors failed to relate their findings to previous or present studies whether to agree
or disagree with the findings.

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

NO, most of the references used are out dated and old.

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

Yes, but the author needs to employ more of academic rather than spoken ones

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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