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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.


	The manuscript investigated an important issue related to the environment and to the ecosystem. It explored the application of the stabilized solid waste from a closed landfills as an adsorbent to treat the wastewaters disposed from slaughterhouses. The research area is interesting and within the scope of Journal of Engineering Research and Reports. This study can be a useful addition in the literature; however, the authors need to revise their study in the light of the reviewer’s comments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article suitable.
	

	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.


	Starting of abstract seems not smooth, need major revision of abstract by including brief methodology, results, and findings of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientific principles are correct. The main approach and interpretations are in line with accepted standards in adsorption science and environmental engineering.  Though conceptually sound, the research might use considerable improvement in terms of scientific rigor, depth, and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references need to be checked to make sure they are complete and added correctly according to the journal's instructions.
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language enhancement and thorough proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In Introduction part, a comparison should be made over the operating conditions and yields in the literature rather than general information. In addition, the original aspect of the study should be emphasized.
2. More explanation is needed for where there is a research gap and what the goals of the research are. The research gap and the goals of the research are not explained in detail, which leads to the reader missing the significance of the research. 
3. What about Strengths and limitations in your work? Please add it in discussion. 
4. Methods section determines the results. Kindly focus on three basic elements of the methods
section.
a. How the study was designed?
b. How the study was carried out?
c. How the data were analyzed?
5. What about the statistics? How many samples have you measured?
6. Explicit scientific explanation and interpretation of your research output is required. Especially equilibrium, and kinetic study.

7. In materials and methods section, use of unclear phrases like “careful sorting” and “the likes” should be replaced with technical precision.

8. The adsorption isotherms are described, but graphical quality and clarity need enhancement.

9. The discussion on Langmuir vs. Freundlich needs to resolve the contradiction: Langmuir fits better statistically, but Freundlich gives higher Qe. A clearer explanation is needed.

10. None of the experimental results show variations (or error bars in the figures). To validate the test results, duplicate or triplicate tests are recommended, which will generate variations.
11. The mechanism of removal is still incomprehensible!
12. Only Langmuir and Freundlich models used. I recommend to fit Temkin or D-R models for deeper surface analysis.

13. The authors should compare the results with those of the previous researches, and this comparison should be presented in an individual table.

14. QA/QC information has to be included in manuscript. 

15. Extend the conclusions with all your most important findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	no ethical issues
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