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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 (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.


	The manuscript addresses the simultaneous removal of a toxic metal ion (Zn²⁺) and an industrial dye (crystal violet) with a single lignocellulosic adsorbent, responding to the pressing need for low-cost, sustainable wastewater-treatment options. A statistically designed optimisation (central composite design) offers quantitative insight into how phosphoric-acid activation parameters influence surface properties and adsorption performance. Coupling kinetic, isotherm and mechanistic analysis provides a thorough data set that can guide scale-up or comparison with other bio-adsorbents. The work therefore adds incremental, but practically useful, knowledge to the growing field of biomass-derived sorbents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and correctly reflects the study scope. Minor suggestion: replace “into” with “using” for grammatical precision: “Adsorptive removal of Zn(II) and crystal violet using phosphoric-acid-activated corncob.”
	

	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.


	The abstract summarises objectives, methods, key results  and conclusions. Please add numerical goodness-of-fit indicators (R² for kinetic/isotherm models) to support robustness. Indicate temperature of adsorption tests (24 ± 1 °C) for completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Experimental design, characterisation and modelling are appropriate. Data presentation is generally clear. 
Weak points needing revision: 
1. Units: adsorption capacities expressed in µmol g⁻¹ are correct; however, some literature comparisons in mg g⁻¹ would help readers benchmark. 
2. Provide error bars or SD for key measurements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Citations up to 2024 are included; ~55 % are from the last five years, which is acceptable. 
	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable but needs careful copy-editing for articles (“the corncobs were…”, “highest” vs “higher”), verb tense consistency, and punctuation. A professional language edit is advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Clarify whether desorption/regeneration tests were attempted; this is critical for practical application.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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