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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 presents the synthesis of a CuO–clay composite and its application for the photodegradation of Methyl Orange (MO). The topic is relevant, and the experimental work appears solid. However, the paper needs substantial improvements in structure, English language, clarity of scientific explanation, and consistency of results (especially kinetic interpretations).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article is suitable after correcting it.
	

	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 states that the pseudo-second-order model fits better (R² = 0.804 > 0.786), which is correct.

But the conclusion claims the reaction follows first-order kinetics, which contradicts the presented results.

Required revision:

Align the conclusion with your findings → "The degradation process follows pseudo-second-order kinetics."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientific, but it needs to be corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some citations are incomplete (e.g., “(et al., 2023)”, “(I .”, “( Priatna et al., 2024)”).

Reference list entries are missing volume/pages.


	

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


	Language and grammar issues

Many paragraphs contain long sentences, inconsistent tenses, and unclear transitions.
The manuscript needs to improve clarity, reduce redundancy, and tighten academic writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- The literature review is too lengthy and somewhat unfocused. The introduction spans nearly 3 pages, reiterates ideas, and includes unrelated references. Required revision: Shorten and concentrate on:

• the importance of MO removal

•
CuO catalytic properties

•
clay as a support

• the need for kinetic studies
2- Several formulas are missing (e.g., degradation efficiency equation).

-Units: "mg/L" vs "ppm" need consistency.

-Format equations using journal style.

3-  The concentration values “54,575” mg/L and “35,600” mg/L are impossible — they should be ~5.45 mg/L and ~3.56 mg/L.

· Commas are used incorrectly (decimal vs thousand separator).

· ln(C₀/Cₜ) values contain typos such as “1,949”.

(Correct all numerical formatting.)

4-The clay modification uses CMC, but earlier the abstract says "0.1 M CMC surfactant" — CMC is not a surfactant; it is a polymer.

· The precursor listed in methods is Cu(NO₃)₂·3H₂O, but the synthesis uses CuSO₄·5H₂O.
→ These are inconsistent.

Required revision:
State clearly which precursor was actually used.

5-The conclusion needs to corrected
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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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