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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 scientifically well written and geo-technically sound enough for publication but only after some corrections as advised by the reviewer. 
It is not in the format of the Journal. The author is advised to do all identified correction etc. and bring it in the standard format of the Journal of Scientific Research and Reports before final submission for publication. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable as per the research works performed and data presented by the author in the manuscript as well as result obtained.
	

	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 of the article is not comprehensive. The author is advised to make it comprehensive in one or two paragraph in limited number of words as per the journal format. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	*The manuscript is scientifically fairly well written as the results of the research and conclusions drawn are satisfactory. But the author has to make corrections as per the advice of the reviewer. (add the words in blue letters, delete word in red letters and use much proper words written in green letters.
*The author wrote/ rather repeated the same words and full sentences under heading 2.Material and Method and under sub heading 2.1 Sample preparation. That has to be totally deleted.

*Correct capital letters and small letters as suggested.

Under subheading 2.2 Particle size distribution make few corrections and also complete the sentence in the last paragraph.

*Under subheading 2.5 Chemical analysis, the author should mention the total number of samples collected and analysed and if possible include the chemical analysis results in a table.

* In table -2 correct as suggested.

*In figure-2 X-ray differactogram of the samples are well presented although it is very crowded, make few correction as indicated.

*Conclusion drawn from the present research works appears to be quite satisfactory. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	*References given are fairly sufficient but he must delete all the un referred references in the text from the reference list (given in green colour).
* Complete the referred reference in the text: Dixas & Weed (1989)………..
	

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


	The language used in the text is simple, although needs minor corrections. The quality of the article is well communicated.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author must do the corrections in different parts of the article as suggested by the reviewer before final submission of the manuscript for publication. 
After all these corrections and bringing the abstract in the format, I recommend to publish it in the Journal of Scientific Research and Reports. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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