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	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.


	This research topic is relevant because it offers a smectite-based solid catalyst that is more environmentally friendly than homogeneous acid catalysts. Process parameters (temperature, time, catalyst mass, reactant molar ratio, stirring speed) have been optimized. Although still conventional, it can serve as a practical reference for other researchers who want to use similar clay materials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title in principle already describes the contents
	

	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 abstract already states the catalyst used, its reaction, and optimization parameters.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. In terms of ideas, this research makes sense and the parameter optimization design is also commonly used. 
2. The determination of yield is not explained adequately. How is the method?
3. In Figure 2, the mechanism caption mentions a phosphoric acid-activated montmorillonite catalyst, even though this research is about sulfuric acid-activated smectite. This seems like a copy-paste.
4. The claim of optimum conditions is inconsistent with the validation/reproducibility section (the optimum ratio is stated as 1:2 but in the reproducibility table it is written as 1:1).

5. Are the reaction conditions and analytical methods in the reference samples truly equivalent? There should be a comparison of activated smectite  vs natural smectite, or a benchmark homogeneous acid catalyst or from the literature with comparable conditions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The format of the reference list is still not uniform: some have messy line separation/spacing, some don't have the year, some are written in bold and some are not.
2. Most of the key references used range from 1997–2011.
3. Need more recent & relevant catalysis references, and tidy up some problematic entries
	

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


	In general, it is still understandable, but many parts need to be tidied up (grammar, typos, and consistency of terms). Examples : characterized bu or characterized by?, IRTF or FTIR?  astructural or a structural? 78,41 or 78.41? sulfuric acid or sulphuric acid?, etc

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the topic is relevant and the work has potential as a low-cost solid acid catalyst study. However, the manuscript requires major revision to address :  inconsistent optimum condition/yield claims, unclear yield determination method, incorrect/inconsistent mechanism description and figure caption, and language and formatting issues. After these are addressed and at least one meaningful benchmark comparison is added, the manuscript could be reconsidered.
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