
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Applied Physical Science International

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAPSI_14404

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Optimized Removal of Ampicillin from Aqueous Solution Using Modified Rice Husk Adsorbent.

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	Now a days good health and well being is one of the sustainable development goal. The manuscript related with importance of  waste water treatment in green way. Also proposed with some important  experimental data. So further innovations and research like this type of manuscript is needed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Green Approach to Ampicillin Removal: Modified Rice Husk as a Sustainable Adsorbent
	

	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.


	Yes.Need to delete subtitles in abstract.A standard abstract consists a single paragraph.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  Yes.Minor revisions needed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Some references need with technical part.
	

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


	Yes. Need small corrcetions and proper sentence formation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Make to correct grammar check

· Follow correct citation orders

· Include some photos related with work

· Combine result and discussion in single title

· Use attractive colors for diagrams and graphs

· Follow correct format and style

· Provide the integrity of work

       Review comments :

          The authors have carried out remarkable experimental work on removel of ampicillin from aqueous Solution by using modified rice husk adsorbent. The experimental work about sustainable and efficient adsorbent for pharmaceutical wastewater treatment is appreciable. For entire review I have several questions and comment that may help improve the precision, future scope and impact on field of the manuscript.

1.Title: The authors need to provide the title of manuscript with some scientific or technical terms which is incorporate from recent innovations.

2.Abstract: 

· A formal abstract consists short form of entire research work caried out. For that no need to mention subtitles like aim, place and duration of study, result and conclusion

· Also conclude particular parameter of modified rice husk for waste water treatment

· Ensure the graphical abstract clearly illustrates the adsorption mechanism, optimized parameters and removal efficiency.

3.Introduction: 

· The authors connect sentences in sequential order and also give detailed technical information about your manuscript. 

· Few citations are not related with carried work.

· The introduction section is dense with  a lot of information. Some sentences are long and could be simplified for better readability.

· Give the detailed information about modified rice husk materials also mention Any specific parameter for selection of this? 

· Give discussion on the advantages supported by literature, would strengthen the rationale.

· Explicitly mentioning how this research could contribute to scalable wastewater treatment or policy frameworks would enhance its impact

4.Materials and methods: 

· The authors elaborate about study area like materials  and methods due to different places are relevant to carried work.

· Provide  more detail on the composition or characterization of the pharmaceutical wash-off to ensure consistency across experiments 

· The use of a “local electric blender” could be replaced with a more standardized description (e.g., “laboratory grinder”) to improve scientific rigor and reproducibility.

· Also mention the acid treatment procedure is adequately referenced. Also, reporting the yield of ARH after modification would add value

·  Provide materials parameters with tabulation which carry the identification for conclusion. 

· Clear explantation need to clarify experimental design,process and data collection. 

· Reduce more expressions in the manuscript which is reduce the quality of work

· The preparation of the wash-off solution is described, but more detail is needed on its composition. Was it analyzed for actual ampicillin content or other co-contaminants? This clarification is important for interpreting adsorption results in real-world conditions

· Elaborate the particular software used for analysis and also provide some statistical formulas for theoritical calculations. 

· Include some attractive diagrams of treatment which is used to improve the quality of carried work.

5.Results: 

· Provide elaborate details before and after the tabulation and statistical graphs which are relevant to particular data information. 

· Make alignment of tabulation in proper way which is used to improve the quality of manuscript. Also mention the titles of tabulation and graphs in bold letters.

· The mention of hydroxyl, carbonyl, and silicate groups is appropriate, but the description is brief. Including specific peak positions and shifts would better demonstrate how these functional groups contribute to adsorption.

· Briefly mention the experimental methods with necessary output based on data also mention the flow of survey with block diagrams. Compare results with citations which are taken for references in orderly.

· The emphasis on ARH as a sustainable, low-cost adsorbent is valuable. Expanding on scalability such as potential application in industrial wastewater treatment or comparison with other biosorbents would enhance the practical impact

6.Conclusion: 

· Briefly elaborate conclusion start with result and discussion and end with future recommendations. 
· The conclusion rightly frames ARH as a sustainable, low-cost solution. Expanding on its scalability (e.g., potential for industrial wastewater treatment) would enhance the impact.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

No.
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