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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his 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 paper is concerned with the removal of heavy metal from wastewater by precipitation process using sodium hydroxide as a chemical precipitate to study the effect of stirring speed and time. The subject matter is of interest in the field of environmental science, especially wastewater treatment. The approach is convincing and the results will be useful to design cost-effective strategies for metal ion removal from aqueous solutions. The paper emerges useful experimental results and demonstrates a new insight on stirring influence that is very rarely investigated in similar works.
The theoretical research results on the precipitation of heavy metals (Pb(II), Cu(II), Ni(II) and Zn(II)) are necessary for optimal operation control. We hope that the study results will become an important contribution in the field of wastewater treatment, particularly in developing countries not able to afford cutting-edge water treatment technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly describes the focus of the study on hydroxide precipitation and the key factors involved: stirring speed and time.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is lengthy yet the points can be stated more concisely. The reference to "increased atmospheric speed enhances contact with the precipitating agent and metal ions" can perhaps be: clarification for conciseness. It would also be useful to briefly discuss the potential relevance of these findings in practice, particularly in resource-constrained settings, a key contribution of this study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate. The approach is good, and it achieves the expected results. The chemical reactions discussed, e.g. the precipitation of metal hydroxides are in line with established chemistry. The statistics are properly performed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, new, although they might be reinforced with more reference about practical applications of hydroxide precipitation in wastewater treatment. Furthermore, more references on environmental effects of heavy metal pollution would consolidate the discussion.
	

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


	Yes, the language and quality of English is appropriate for academic communication. Writing is lucid and formal, but there are places where sentences would benefit from reshaping.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript well organized and fills a gap in literature about the influence of stirring speed and time on hydroxide precipitation efficiency.

The experimental results are well laid out and the discussion nicely places the observations in to a general context with respect to wastewater treatment.
The paper is technically rigorous and yields important findings. But there are a few tweaks with an abstract which is to be made simpler and little modifications in discussion for more clarity.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(No, there are no ethical concerns in this article.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The authors have no competing interests to declare.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no plagiarism in this manuscript.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:    I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare hecan write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5



	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	Reword the abstract to make it more readable.

Please add a comment on the practical application of your study in the abstract to indicate that readers will find it interesting when working at a wastewater plant with low-resources.
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