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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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 title, Application of Okra Seed Extract as Natural Coagulant for Clay Suspension Treatment in Alluvial Mining Wastewater," is clear and informative.

The abstract effectively summarizes the key points, including the research aim, methodology, and findings. However, it could be more concise. Consider reducing some redundancy and focusing on the primary outcome.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction  

The background introduces the importance of water quality in developing nations, specifically related to alluvial mining. The introduction mentions the use of chemical coagulants but introduces the problem of their environmental and health impacts.

The rationale for using natural coagulants, particularly okra seed extract, is well stated. However, you may consider a stronger transition from the problem statement to the research objectives. It would help if the rationale emphasized the potential benefits of okra extract more clearly (e.g., environmental sustainability, cost-effectiveness).

Materials and Methods
Clarity: The methods are described thoroughly. However, certain terms could benefit from clarification for non-expert readers, such as "mucilaginous and polymer plant components." Consider briefly explaining these terms or simplifying them.

Sample Preparation: The preparation of samples and coagulants is well-documented. You could mention any potential variations in the experimental setup (e.g., sample sizes, exact temperature conditions during drying).

Improvement: Consider adding a brief section on potential limitations or challenges in implementing the method at a larger scale.

Results
Presentation: Results are presented clearly with tables and figures. However, the use of "natural pH" and "turbidity" could be better explained in terms of their significance to the reader.

Improvement: It would be helpful to integrate a small discussion of why sample C, with the highest initial turbidity, showed the best improvement in turbidity reduction, perhaps referencing its specific mineralogical composition or particle size.

Discussion
Analysis: The discussion about the coagulation mechanisms (charge neutralization, polymer bridging, pH-dependency) is insightful and aligns with the experiment’s findings. However, a deeper comparison with traditional chemical coagulants could further highlight the benefits of okra seed extract.

Improvement: To strengthen the argument, consider adding references or case studies where plant-based coagulants have been successfully implemented at a larger scale, perhaps in similar industries or regions.

Conclusion
Summary: The conclusion successfully reiterates the main findings and the potential of okra seed extract. However, it could benefit from more emphasis on practical applications and broader implications for environmental policies or local communities.

Improvement: You might want to end with a stronger call to action, recommending steps for future research or the adoption of this method in real-world settings.
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