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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 research presented in this manuscript is important for the scientific community, as it introduces an inexpensive natural clay-based catalyst as a greener alternative for esterification processes. The findings address environmental and economic concerns associated with conventional acid catalysts by proposing a heterogeneous catalyst that is reusable and less hazardous. Additionally, the optimization of reaction conditions provides practical insights that may guide future industrial and academic studies. Overall, this work aligns with ongoing efforts toward sustainable catalysis and cleaner chemical synthesis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could be improved. I suggest revising it for clarity, conciseness, and better specificity to the work presented.
	

	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.


	1. Please rewrite the abstract to make it clear and comprehensive so that it represents the overall summary of the article (within 250 words). Also, please rewrite the keywords.
2. I recommend adding a graphical abstract to visually summarize the main findings and enhance the overall presentation of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall format and writing style make the manuscript appear more like a report than a journal article. Substantial improvements are needed in organization, academic tone, and flow to align it with standard article formatting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I recommend updating the reference list with more recent literature and ensuring that the manuscript follows the required formatting guidelines consistently.
	

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


	There are noticeable grammatical issues throughout the manuscript. A thorough language revision is recommended to improve clarity and readability
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The figures lack visual quality and clarity. I recommend replacing them with high-resolution TIFF images to improve readability.

2. The figure captions are overly detailed. Please simplify them and include only essential information.
3. Standard deviation/error bars are missing or not appropriately presented in the figures. 
4. Please include proper statistical representation to support the results and improve scientific reliability.
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