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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 work carried out by the authors is up to date and try to solve the environmental concern of pharmaceutical drugs. The manuscript presents a low-cost method for the treatment of simulated pharmaceutical 
wastewater. The results obtained are interesting and could be employed to remove organic pollutants from wastewater. However, the authors are kindly recommended to correct the manuscript according to the comments below in order to improve the quality of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clear. 
	

	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.


	Please revise these sentences ‘‘Batch biodegradation was done to determine the effects of process parameters of contact time, concentration and flow rate. The optimum percentage removal of 97% was obtained at 9.3hrs, 2.6m3/hr and 131.8mg/l.’’
Add ‘s’ at the end of in ‘isotherm’.

The abstract is too long and not completed. Please revise it, I suggest you to reduce the explanation of the characterization techniques.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically suitable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but not recent. Please revise the manuscript. 
	

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


	Yes, it is. But the authors must correct grammatical mistakes in the revised form. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the introduction part, the authors have to present the works already carried out in this field and their lack. 

Please add the marks of equipments used to carry out the experiments. 
Please, revise all the citations according to the form provided by the journal.

The quality of figure must be improved.

The title of figure had to be revised and write correctly, given the important informations.

Group some figures showing the same idea.
Please add error bars in all the curves. 

Please improve the discussion of the results, and compare them with those in the literature. 

Please improve the conclusion part by presenting the main conclusions of this work.
Add recent references in the manuscript. E.g. 

1- https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2025.159689
2-https://doi.org/10.4491/eer.2022.378

3- https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2024.119029
4- https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clwat.2024.100032
5- https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apcato.2024.207024
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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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