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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.
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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
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	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	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
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	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
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	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
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N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Manuscript formatting: The manuscript does not comply with the journal’s formatting guidelines. The font type and font size used throughout the text, tables, and figures do not conform to the journal’s requirements. Please revise the manuscript to strictly adhere to the journal’s author guidelines.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Insufficient characterization: The current study is limited to XRF and XRD analyses only. These techniques alone are insufficient to unambiguously confirm the identification of the raw material as kaolin. Complementary analyses, including Fourier-Transform Infrared Spectroscopy (FTIR) to identify characteristic Al-OH and Si-O vibrational bands, and Thermogravimetric Analysis (TGA) to confirm the dehydroxylation behavior typical of kaolinite, are required to support the mineralogical identification.
 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Reference formatting: The reference list and in-text citations do not follow the bibliographic style prescribed by the journal. The authors must revise all references to ensure full compliance with the journal’s referencing format.
	

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

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	5.Introduction: Begin with an engaging introduction that hooks the reader’s interest—this could be a striking statistic, a thought-provoking question, or a vivid anecdote that sets the stage. However, ensure that this opening remains concise and impactful.  
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