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	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 manuscript reports a systematic experimental study on the removal of Cd(II) ions from simulated wastewater using hydrated lime through chemical precipitation. The influence of key operational parameters, including pH, precipitant dosage, contact time, stirring speed, initial metal concentration, and competing ions. The experimental methodology is clearly described, and the analytical techniques employed are appropriate. The results demonstrate high cadmium removal efficiencies under optimized conditions, indicating that hydrated lime is an effective and practical precipitating agent for heavy metal removal
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	 The experimental results are clearly presented and discussed; some graphical figures could be improved in terms of resolution, labeling, and consistency of axes.  Added some tables and clearer, higher-quality graphs would significantly strengthen the overall readability of the manuscript.
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