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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	It is good alternative to remove pollutants from the environment. Its price is low and so it can be easily applied. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There is mistake in spelling: Evauation, it should be Evaluation
	

	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.


	Reusability of the adsorbents should be studied
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is not written in standard way. Re-writing is required. They use Science of the Total Environment 792 (2021) 148543, Separation and Purification Technology 279 (2021) 119649

Available, Journal of Molecular Liquids 294 (2019) 111532 as reference to see how to write, the introduction, method, result and conclusions. For instance, the introduction it is not common to write sub headings. Here, there are sub-headings such as Water Pollutants, Sources of Water Pollution, etc. Thus, I recommend to delete that and then write in paragraph form. Starting from introduction numbering is required. 
At the end of the introduction, the objective of the stuy should be highlighted. Here, the author/s did not do that. Thus, they should incorporate the objective of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not enough. For instance, there are no references under Sewage and Wastewater and Wastewater Treatment Methods in the introduction section. 
	

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


	It needs some modification. Under result and discussion, there should be comparison with literature 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Fig. 1 and 2, better to be in a single figure by grouping and then a caption should be written under it. The same is true for Fig. 4 and 5.
2. The caption for tables should be at the top, not bottom and it is not clear the relevance of this table. If you adopt method, you need to cite
3. Under preparation of the adsorbent, it should be mentioned the sieve size of the sieve. 
4. Abbreviations such as RH and NLP, should be written in full name for the first time and the abbreviations in bracket. Then later possible to the abbreviations alone. 
5. % adsorption equation, the font size is not uniform and it needs equation number
6. Table 2, should be part of result just for comparison purpose. 
7. Fig. 7 and Table 3 are for the same data. Scientifically, not allowed to explain the same data by Fig. and table. The same is true for the rest. Again, it is reported maximum reduction by 8 g dosage, but not like that, it is 10 g. Space is also required between number and unit.
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