Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Chemical Science International Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_CSIJ_153996

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Enhanced solubility of insecticide dicofol by using anionic and cationic surfactants in aqueous solution by micellisation

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments
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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 valuable insight into the enhancement of dicofol solubility through micellization in anionic and cationic surfactant systems, offering a practical strategy to overcome the intrinsic low aqueous solubility of hydrophobic pesticides. By systematically evaluating critical micelle concentration, degree of dissociation, and thermodynamic parameters, the study deepens the scientific understanding of surfactant–pesticide interactions and their temperature dependence. The findings contribute to the broader field of environmental and colloidal chemistry by proposing an efficient approach that may facilitate analytical detection, controlled formulation, and improved management of persistent organochlorine contaminants in aqueous environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The measurement of conductivity and thermodynamic dimensionality was not highlighted in the title.

A new title is proposed: "Dissolution of Dicofol by Micellates in Anionic and Cationic Surfactant Systems: A Conductivity and Thermodynamic Study."
	

	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.


	There is repetitive text that should be removed because repetition weakens the article.

Also, there are long sentences that would be better shortened.

The effect of temperature should be explained.

Add the percentage decrease in CMC.

Add the highest value for ΔG°.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is excellent and written in a scientific style.

I suggest the following modifications:

Please standardize the scientific terminology.

Please standardize the quantitative units.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references looks good and is appropriate for the article.
	

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


	Yes, the article is generally good and suitable for publication.
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