Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Research Journal of Pure and Applied Chemistry 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IRJPAC_149435

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	INFLUENCE OF METAL IONS ON ADENINE- MMT CLAY INTERACTIONS: INSIGHTS INTO PREBIOTIC ADSORPTION MECHANISMS

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	· Adsorption is always an important topic since it relates to green chemistry. 
· The author also touches upon the importance of the topic of their research article in their introduction. They have included past revolutionary experiments, such as Miller-Urey experiment, to support the essentiality of their chosen topic. 

· They also highlight the specific attention and importance MMT gathered recently. But this portion could be elaborated on more and be explained more in detail. Why do having high exchange capacity and  large surface area make it an effective natural adsorbent. This could be connected to the explanation of adsorption process for the flow of the article. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. 
	

	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.


	· Keywords can be put in the alphabetical order for comprehensibility, accuracy, and cohesion. 
· Abstract seems too short and can be expanded more. It can provide more information regarding the importance of the study (instead of saying it has a vital role, what is vital can be specified), the methodology, how variables were measured and analysed. The key terms (such as MMT, adsorption) could be briefly explained.
· The author could also mention the specific pHs or independent variables (in parenthesis) and explain or mention briefly why they chose those specific ranges.  

· Also, the abstract should be a separate page from the introduction and the rest of the research article. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Uncertainties of certain numbers and values should be included for scientific accuracy and precision. 
· While writing the formulae, the author is inconsistent (sometimes using subscript which should be included but sometimes not using subscript when it is necessary: Ceq should be written as Ceq ). ​Or the following formula should be given in scientific notations and writing rather than this: % Binding=Cbf−Caf/Cbf x 100%
· Also, the author could add (Equation 1 or Eq. 1 or Figure 1 Fig. 1) kind of annotations to these formulae so that they can refer back to them rather than keep repeating the same formula. This would sound more scientifically accurate and comprehensible. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· There a few references that date back as early as 1953. These could be changed with the ones that are newer if there are any. 
	

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


	· There are a couple of mistakes that could be improved. For instance, not leaving gap between “ conditions—such as pH, ionic strength, and temperature—this” on page 2. Some titles are at the end of a page and there are inconsistent gaps between some lines and titles (for example, Results and Discussion title). 
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