Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Engineering Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JERR_140834

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	QUAIL (Coturmix coturmix) EGG SHELL AND SNAIL (Cornu asperum) SHELL USED AS ADSORBENTS IN THE TREATMENT OF OIL SPILL CONTAMINATED WATER

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	1. The idea of author to convert waste into a useful, low-cost adsorbent is innovative.
2. The manuscript is helpful for the scientific community by encouraging the local resources, like sea waste utilization, in the treatment of oil spill-contaminated water.  
3. The total work promotes Green chemistry principles. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is not that much catchier to the reader's perception. The author has given the botanical names in brackets is not suggestable. I recommend giving that information in the Materials and Methods. I suggest the following title 
“Preparation and Characterization of Adsorbents from Quail Egg Shell and Snail Shell for the Treatment of Oil Spill Contaminated Water”
	

	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 author can include the information regarding the adsorption isotherms that are used in the study.
I suggest writing it as  
Equilibrium isotherm equations used to describe experimental adsorption data were Freundlich, Langmuir, Temkin, and Dubinin-Radushkevich. In the adsorption process of selected dye, fitting of the kinetic data demonstrates that the dynamics of sorption could be better described by pseudo-second-order model, indicating a chemisorptive rate-limiting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct. But the author would be better to include any characterization evidence like FTIR, SEM, XPS, etc., after treatment of the pulverized QES and SS with the oil spill contaminated water sample 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	If there is any possibility, the author can add the latest articles (in the 2020s) published on adsorption, at least in the introduction part. 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Not that much proficiency. It is advised to check Spellings, repetitive words etc.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are NO ethical issues observed. 
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