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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.


	This paper is important to the scientific community because it addresses both environmental and industrial challenges by providing an efficient method for using nitrogen gases, a major pollutant, to produce high-purity sodium nitrite.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is very long and difficult to read.

The phrase "iron sulfur oxide" is incorrect; this article uses iron sulfate (FeSO₄), not "iron sulfur oxide."
Suggested title:
Efficient production of sodium nitrite via stepwise absorption of nitrous gases with tributyl phosphate and ferrous sulfate 
	

	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 abstract should be rewritten with more precisely without including unnecessary information Aim of the study, method (stepwise absorption with TBP and FeSO₄), main finding (high absorption, high purity sodium nitrite) must be kept


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The grammar and syntax (including singular and plural errors, tenses, punctuations, etc.) in the manuscripts should be carefully checked.
· Correct terminology (iron sulfate, not “iron sulfur oxide”).

· Strengthen interpretation of results instead of repeating raw data.
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	The manuscript lacks up-to-date references and is expected to be revised to include new and up-to-date
many are outdated (1970s–1980s)  While some recent works are cited (2021–2023).
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	  Shorten sentences, correct grammar, and unify terminology.

  Use SI formatting consistently (e.g., °C, mol, %).

  Improve figure/table captions for clarity
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	Accept after major revisions.
The work presents useful experimental data with clear industrial relevance but requires restructuring, language refinement, and stronger emphasis on novelty to meet publication standards.
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