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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.


	It is an applied work which has importance on the water pollution abatement. The method is simple and cost effective. Authors try to improve the efficiency of adsorption for RhB by using a natural source i.e. clay modified with the catalyst.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. Author/s should clarify that is it an adsorption or degradaration. What I understand authors evaluated the adsorption study rather than degradation because the experiments were done at dark conditions. Author may give “Study of adsorption kinetics of  Rhodamine B dye using...’’
	

	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.


	Author/s should correct the word “degradation” as “Adsorption”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. 

1. Author/s should rectify the above word throughout the MS and also in the “Keywords” section.
2. The “Reusability study” is very important. Author/s should done and provided in the revised MS.
	

	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?


	Yes. 

1. But, author/s carefully check the sentences and tables because in some sentence, the words are closed and no space there.
2. In the case of Table 2 and 3, there are “commas” rather than “decimal point”.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Respected/Dear Author/s

The work is constructive ones. It will be accepted if authors address the above queries. Major Revision.
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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)
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