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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

1. There is a difference between adsorbent and 

photocatalyst. In this work, the authors need to 

identify clearly is TiO2 being used as an adsorbent or 

photocatalyst.  

2. The reason for selecting this dye should be included. 

Is it due to health concern or because of huge 

production in market? 

3. The usage of the capital letters and subscript should 

be thoroughly checked, there are quite a number of 

mistakes throughout the manuscript. 

4. The same applies for the numbering of the figures. 

Please check. 

5. The authors should explain the reason for selecting 

certain parameters and the range involved in this 

research. 

6. More detailed discussion should be included to 

improve the scientific content of the paper.  

7. The submitted work need to be rewritten and 

thoroughly check as there are quite a number of 

major English language deficits. 
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