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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	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.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	General Comment:

The manuscript presents a study on the synthesis and application of a Zeolite–PbO composite as an adsorbent for methylene blue removal from aqueous solutions. The research topic is relevant and timely, considering the environmental challenges posed by dye-containing wastewater, especially from textile industries.
The methodology used (impregnation technique, characterization by SEM-EDX, adsorption kinetics, and isotherm models) is appropriate and follows standard procedures in adsorption studies. The findings are potentially valuable and align with previous literature.
However, the manuscript requires major revisions, primarily in terms of language clarity, grammar, and overall structure. Many sections, especially the Introduction and Methodology, appear to be direct translations from another language and contain fragmented or awkward sentence constructions. These issues significantly hinder the readability and impact of the paper.

Title and Abstract

- The title contains a typo: “Adsorbtion” should be corrected to “Adsorption”.
- The abstract provides a clear overview of the study but should be rewritten in more fluent English. 
   Some sentences are overly long or redundant.

Introduction

- The introduction lacks fluency and logical flow. Many sentences are grammatically incorrect or 
   awkwardly phrased.
- A stronger background is needed, highlighting the problem of dye pollution, limitations of current 
  methods, and why the Zeolite–PbO composite is a novel solution.
- Citations should be integrated more smoothly within the text.

Methodology

- The experimental procedures are generally clear but would benefit from simplification and 
   clarification in English.
- Repetition and redundancy in descriptions (e.g., tool lists and step-by-step instructions) should be 
   reduced to improve focus.

Results and Discussion

- This section is rich in data and interpretation, which is a strength.
- Figures and tables are relevant, though captions should be more descriptive.
- The kinetic and isotherm modeling is appropriate, but the language needs revision to convey the 
  findings more effectively.

Conclusion

- The conclusion summarizes the results well but, again, requires improvement in phrasing and 
   grammar.
- The practical implication of the study could be emphasized more clearly.

References

- Generally relevant and up to date. Ensure consistency in formatting.

Recommendations

The manuscript should be thoroughly revised for language and clarity before it can be considered for publication. The authors are encouraged to seek assistance from a native English speaker or a professional language editing service. Additionally, improving the logical flow and technical clarity of each section will enhance the overall quality of the paper.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in 
this manuscript? 
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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