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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This paper makes an essential contribution to the scientific community by offering a natural and sustainable alternative to pharmaceutical waste treatment: snail shell powder as a coagulant. Using a cheap, abundant, and biodegradable local material, this study encourages an environmentally friendly approach to reduce dependence on synthetic chemical coagulants that are risky to health and the environment. In addition, process optimization using Response Surface Methodology strengthens the scientific validity of this finding, opening up opportunities for wider applications in the wastewater treatment industry. This study enriches the literature on bio coagulants and supports innovation in sustainable wastewater management in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here are some more concise and accurate title options:

"Treatment of Pharmaceutical Wastewater Using Snail Shell Powder: Optimization and Application"

(simpler, still mentioning optimization and application)

"Eco-Friendly Coagulation of Pharmaceutical Wastewater with Snail Shell Powder: A Response Surface Approach"

(highlighting the eco-friendly aspect and still technical)

"Utilization of Snail Shell Powder as a Natural Coagulant for Pharmaceutical Wastewater Treatment"

(highlighting the main innovation: natural ingredients)

"Optimization of Pharmaceutical Wastewater Treatment Using Snail Shell Powder as a Biocoagulant"

(clarifying that snail shell powder is positioned as a biocoagulant)
	

	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 includes background (pharmaceutical waste problem), methods (use of snail shell and Response Surface Methodology), main result (69.7% turbidity removal), and contribution (eco-alternative to chemical coagulants).

Weaknesses:

There are too many in-depth technical terms (e.g., about EDX) that should be moved to the methods or results section, not in the abstract.

The results could be presented more intently, without too many numbers (just the main results).

There is no concise mention of the limitations of the study.

Suggestion: Summarize the results and add 1 sentence about the significance of the findings to real industrial applications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some repetitions of data writing in the text, which makes it a bit convoluted.

The statistical analysis of ANOVA is mentioned but not discussed in depth in the results section.

The explanation of EDX's composition is too long. Some parts should be moved to the appendix or supporting information.

The figures have minor discrepancies (e.g., % turbidity removal in the abstract and tables sometimes have different focuses).
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