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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 explores the potential of three types of adsorbents; however, it lacks sufficient analysis and robust findings. Specifically:

The study presents limited analytical depth and does not provide a comprehensive evaluation of the results.

There are no significant findings highlighted that clearly differentiate the performance of the three adsorbents.

The manuscript lacks detailed analysis regarding the effectiveness of the adsorbents in phosphate removal.

Further work is needed to strengthen the comparative discussion and provide more conclusive evidence on the performance of each adsorbent.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title not shown sepcificilly content related to MS. Should be add type of adsorbents in title.
"Phosphate Adsorption from Water Using Engineered and Waste-Derived Adsorbents: La@BC, LZH, and Bottom Ash"
	

	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.


	Abstract in single paragraph. 
No results mentioned about the adsorbents performance.

What are main review/anaylsis methods not mentioned in abstract.

Please mention the main finding obtained from this review MS


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but lack of analysis related to scientific of adsorbents potential.
	

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

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


	The overall quality of English language in the manuscript is below the acceptable academic standard. Substantial editing is required to improve grammar, sentence structure, and clarity to ensure the content is properly understood.
	

	Optional/General comments


	(1) Plese check all symbol, ex. La3+ not La3+
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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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 details)


	


