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	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.


	The manuscript needs improvement at numerous grammatical and scientific corrections. I do not understand the need of using just silica as an adsorbent while there are numerous studies for using agricultural waste or some other biomass for removing heavy metal ions from the wastewater.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. I would have answered a yes if the authors have performed all the experiments and discussed them in their work. But, they have mentioned a title which covers various aspects of adsorption studies but they have not done it when we come across the manuscript. Overall, the manuscript is not as per the title, therefore, I do not think it to be appropriate.
	

	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.


	As per the work shown in the manuscript the abstract seems to be appropriate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, I found numerous mistakes from very basic level. The authors should have discussed the basic parameters of batch experiments separately but they did not. They mention the words ‘equilibrium and thermodynamic studies’, but in the manuscript, there is no work about these sections which could be a huge deciding factor regarding the manuscript. There are numerous typo errors. In desorption studies, the authors mention a term ‘appropriate eluents’, but do not mention about them, which appropriate eluents were used by them. The authors have not mentioned what the different models represent, they need to understand the need of applying any model to their data, without any explanation, they are just numbers. The authors really need to work more.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though most of the references are old but the authors have added some recent references as well.
	

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


	There are various typo errors, English is at somewhat acceptable level.
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