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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 provides important insights into the effects of hydrodynamic conditions on the efficiency of hydroxide precipitation, particularly for wastewater treatment applications in a low-resource setting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and shows what the study aimed to cover.
	

	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 clear, except that it should be slightly modified to avoid suggesting that the statistical significance of stirring speed and time is established.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is good from a scientific point of view, but the ANOVA results contradict the text in certain respects (e.g., stirring speed and time). The term “flow rate” is inappropriately used and should be replaced with “stirring speed” everywhere. The mix speed and mix time are not significant; however, there are clear practical trends that affect mass transfer, mixing, and precipitate stability, which need to be captured when interpreting the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The citations are adequate, appropriate, and current. There is one redundancy (Pohl, 2020), and some minor formatting mistakes need to be corrected according to the journal's guidelines.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript in English is acceptable, although some minor modifications concerning typos, capitals, and spaces, as well as grammar mistakes, can be made.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article reports on a sound engineering experiment on the hydroxide precipitation of Cu(II), Ni(II), Pb(II), and Zn(II) ions in the aqueous phase. By considering stirring speed and time, the work focuses on an operation parameter that is rarely studied in precipitation methods (where pH or initial metal content takes priority). The experiment design is adequate, the results are well explained, and the discussion is supported by up-to-date literature. The paper will offer useful perspectives on the low-cost wastewater treatment system. Minor editing changes to enhance statistical interpretation, consistency of terminology, numerical accuracy, and overall clarity are necessary.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, ethical concerns were identified 

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, competing interests were identified 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No, evidence of plagiarism was detected  
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