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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 manuscript advances the field of environmental remediation by demonstrating how defect engineering in UiO-66 metal–organic frameworks can fine-tune adsorption performance for phenol, a persistent and toxic water pollutant. By systematically comparing defective and non-defective UiO-66, it provides new insights into structure–property relationships, showing how controlled defects enhance porosity and create additional adsorption sites while maintaining framework stability. The work bridges fundamental materials science with practical applications, offering a strategy to design next-generation adsorbents that are both efficient and adaptable to different water treatment conditions. Such findings are valuable for researchers developing sustainable, high-performance materials to address global water purification challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Descriptive and Accurate.
	

	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.

	Wrll structured and comprehensive .
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall. Clearer distinction between kinetic models and experimental details (e.g., phenol vs. nitrate solutions) made it robust and publishable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are suitable, concise, sufficient and recent.
	

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

	Clear and Understandable making it suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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