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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 study which is based on the characterisation of local clay deposit, would help to identify potential opportunities in ceramics such as development bodies for whiteware, insulators, membrane for water treatment  and all other environmental applictions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is okay
	

	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.


	It is okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the manuscript, the introduction needs to be strengthen by providing a clear overview of the research topic, incorporate existing research and studies related to this study, also from the existing research so far highlight the specific gaps or limitations in the current research that your work aims to address.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are scarce especially in the results and discussion section. Incorporate more references add relevant citations to support findings and interpretations in the results and discussion section and ensure references are up-to-date and directly related to the research topic.  
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The XRD result diffractogram should have been best explained with 2theta range instead of the cell displacement for better clarity. I donot agree with the authors that the clay sample is kaolinite based on all the results presented, the silica : alumina ratio of kaolin range from 2:0 to 2:2 while that of the smectite or montmorillonite vary from 4-5:1. The physical analysis (pasticity index), chemical and mineralogical analysis confirmed your clay sample is more of montmorillonite. 
The research is good but needs major revision especially in introduction, discussion and conclusions.
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