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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 paper is a research paper on using activated eggshell adsorbent (AESA) to adsorb Acid Red 87 (AR 87) dye from wastewater from an environmentally friendly viewpoint. The topic is relevant to environmental science and wastewater treatment, particularly in light of recent interest in the use of sustainable and low-cost adsorbents. The paper is well-organized overall and well-targeted on the characterization of the adsorbent and evaluating its kinetic efficiency. But clarity, science, and depth can be improved in some areas for the quality and impact of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is slightly lengthy. Simplifying it could improve readability without losing meaning (e.g., "Eco-Friendly Activated Eggshell Adsorbent for Acid Red 87 Dye Removal: Kinetic 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.


	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.

Some terms, like "favorable properties," are vague and could be more specific (e.g., specifying which properties contribute most to adsorption).

The abstract lacks quantitative details about the kinetic parameters (e.g., k₂ values for PSO) or comparisons with other adsorbents.

Minor grammatical errors (e.g., "Pseudo-First-Orderwater reuse" in keywords) need correction.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  Some references are cited multiple times unnecessarily (e.g., Sangoremi et al., 2024 appears repeatedly).

Formatting inconsistencies exist (e.g., some journal names are abbreviated, others are not).
	

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


	  Minor grammatical errors (e.g., "fast expansion in industrialization" should be "rapid industrialization") and awkward phrasing (e.g., "countless hazardous coloured wastewater") reduce readability. 

  Figures lack detailed captions (e.g., Figure 5 could specify the conditions of the experiment). 

  Some terms (e.g., "chemophysically activated biochar" in the Jabar et al. citation) are unclear or inconsistent with the study’s terminology.
  Proofread for grammatical errors and improve sentence flow. 

  Enhance figure captions with specific details (e.g., experimental conditions, units).
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Quantify kinetic parameters in a table and compare AESA’s performance with other adsorbents. 

  Justify methodological choices (e.g., H₃PO₄ molarity, particle size) and include statistical analysis. 

  Discuss limitations (e.g., scalability, pH effects) and mechanistic insights for chemisorption. 

  Improve writing clarity, figure captions, and reference consistency.
Highlight how AESA compares to other bio-adsorbents (e.g., in terms of cost, efficiency, or preparation ease). Include preliminary data on real wastewater or discuss plans for such studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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