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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.


	1. The real importance of this manuscript lies in the treatment of wastewater but actually aqueous solution was used for the treatment or removal of metals.
2.  Individual experiment was performed for each metal, but interferences and hindrance among the ions were not considered
3.  Manuscript was not supported with recent references. Mostly 10-15 years old references were used
4.  Detailed characterization was performed but effect of these characterizations was not connected to the removal capacity of metal ions e.g. iodine value, bulk density, CHN analysis etc. Why is it necessary for this experiment??
5. A significant value of N was detected in CHN analysis but not in EDX. Justify
6. After carbonization, the material contained C=O, OH and other organic functional groups. How will you justify the presence of these peaks even after high-temperature treatment?
7. How will you relate the point of zero charge with Optimum pH  in effect of pH (heading 4.4)
8. Spelling check and formula check is required e.g
4.2 Carbonization Process ttime was used instead of time
4.2 Figs 5a show??

9. In the discussion, all the values and data were duplicated. Citation of respective tables and figures is enough and there is no need to repeat the values in discussion. Elaborate the mechanism and reasons but not the repetition of values.
10. In the conclusion, results were reported again. Concise the findings and only conclude the findings without mentioning the numbers and values.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Word waste water was used in the title, but no details were mentioned in the manuscript. Suggested title
“Synthesis, Characterization, and Application of Activated Biomaterials as Potential Adsorbents for the removal of Cr(VI), Pb(II), and Cu(II) Ions from aqueous solution”
	

	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 values for the removal of Cr are not very promising so it should not be stated in the end that biomasses have the potential for the removal of this metal as adsorbent
There is no need to mention all the results in the abstract. Evaluate and select only significant values to mention in this part.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are outdated. Most of the references are more than 10 years old. Support your manuscript with the latest references
	

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


	Average
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