Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Environment and Climate Change  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJECC_152737

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Application of optimal conditions obtained in synthetic solutions to real solutions: The case of water from the Adjamé tanneries (Ivory Coast)

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important practical challenge in environmental engineering: the transferability of optimized coagulation–flocculation conditions from synthetic systems to real industrial wastewater. By validating laboratory-optimized parameters on real tannery effluents, the study provides valuable evidence of process robustness under complex matrices. The work contributes to bridging the gap between controlled experimental studies and real-world wastewater treatment applications. The findings are particularly relevant for developing countries where artisanal textile and tannery activities generate highly polluted effluents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the scope and objective of the study.
However, for improved clarity and conciseness, a slightly refined alternative could be suggested: Transferability of Optimized Coagulation–Flocculation Conditions from Synthetic Solutions to Real Tannery Wastewater: A Case Study from Adjamé (Côte d’Ivoire)

	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly presents the objective, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study. Minor improvement could be achieved by explicitly mentioning that the optimized conditions were derived from a previous experimental design study, to strengthen continuity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, analytical methods, statistical analysis (PCA), and interpretation of results are appropriate and correctly applied. The discussion is consistent with the presented data and aligns with established principles of wastewater treatment and environmental chemistry.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, relevant, and includes both classical and recent literature. The citations appropriately support the methodology, discussion, and interpretation of results. While the current references are sufficient, the manuscript could optionally benefit from the inclusion of one or two recent review papers (last 2–3 years) on coagulation–flocculation of textile wastewater to further strengthen the contextual background.
	

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


	The English language quality is generally suitable for scholarly publication.
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