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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	NA
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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	Reviewer’s comment

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


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NA
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NA
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	NA
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	NA
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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PART 3

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


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
It is quite clear that the authors have researched diligently. I believe that their work is novel, as there aren’t many publications focusing on MUKURWEINI-KURANDU clay group in Kenya. However, there are some issues that definitely need to be addressed.
1) There should be some indication where the samples of MUKURWEINI Kaolinite was taken from, or at least the geographic location of Nyeri County, Kenya (Latitude 00°34'00”S, Longitude 37°03'00”E )

2) Chemical composition of MUKURWENI Kaoliinite would also be a nice addition, though not necessarily required.

3) There are too many Figures throughout the manuscript. The graphs and curves should be uniform, and standardized. In the manuscript, they appear jumbled and disorganized.

I kindly suggest reorganizing according to the original sections in the manuscript, as follows:
Results and Discussion:

a) Adsorption Isotherms (Group of all three metal isotherm curves)

LANGMUIR Adsorption Isotherm
Figure 1: Pb2+, Cu2+ and Cd2+ isotherm curves Table 1: LANGMUIR Table of Constants

FREUNDLICH Adsorption Isotherm
Figure 2: Pb2+, Cu2+ and Cd2+ isotherm curves Table 2: FREUNDLICH Table of Constants

TEMKIN Adsorption Isotherm
Figure 3: Pb2+, Cu2+ and Cd2+ isotherm curves Table 3: TEMKIN Table of Constants
b) Adsorption Kinetics
First and Second Pseudo-Order Reactions (Reaction curves in pairs)
Figure 4: Pb2+ First and Second Pseudo-Order Reaction curves Figure 5: Cu2+ First and Second Pseudo-Order Reaction curves Figure 6: Cd2+ First and Second Pseudo-Order Reaction curves Table 4: Pseudo First and Second Order Reaction Constants
The hard work that the authors have done will shine through more readily, without being bogged down by over 20 individual figures...

Note: Figure 21 - Pseudo First and Second Order Pb2+ M-Kaolinite only had one blue dot present in the figure. What that intentional or was data missing?


Conclusion:

Gibbs Free energy (ΔG) was mentioned in the conclusion without having provided any type of Table showing Thermodynamic parameters for Pb2+, Cu2+ and Cd2+ ion adsorption on MUKURWEINI Kaolinite.

Note: Nitrate was briefly mentioned, but does not discussed anywhere in the manuscript. It should be removed.
Suggested Recent Research Article References:

Efficient Removal of Toxic Heavy Metals on Kaolinite-based Clay: Adsorption Characteristics, Mechanisms, and Applicability Perspectives (AZANFIRE et al., 2025)

Adsorption Isotherm, Thermodynamics of Copper, Lead and Cadmium onto MUKURWEINI ‘s Kaolinite and Alkali Modified Kaolinite (RACHE et al., 2025)
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