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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.

This article is important because it explains the effect of the amount of kaolinite, sintering
temperature and sintering time on membrane preparation. In addition, it provides us optimal
membrane possesses characteristics such as porosity, permeability, mechanical strength and
an average pore size with response surface methods based on Box—Behnken design. Therefore,
it supports the literature on ceramic MF membrane by combining kaolinite and rice husk.
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The results of the economic analysis should also be given in the article.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes, the title of the manuscript is suitable scientifically. The analysis results of the trials
conducted in accordance with the experimental set are consistent with each other. This proves
the scientific accuracy of the manuscript.
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Yes, the references of the article are sufficient and recent.
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