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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

1. The manuscript need to be working out in 

more detail. The purpose of the study as well 

as the state of the art of the problem to be 

solved applying clays are absolutely not 

described in the Introduction part. 

2. The title of the manuscript makes authors to 

consider the main parameters and criteria 

applied for ceramic filters. However, there is 

no words about that. Why the clay should be 

used as ceramic filters? Which parameters 

should they suit to be applied as CWFs, etc. 

3. The title says “Analysis and characterization 

of clays…”, however, the manuscript contains 

only some data, which were not analysed or 

analysed extremely weak. The investigated  

clays were not characterized, obviously, no 

criteria were put forward from the very 

beginning.  

My suggestion is to: 

i)  consider the issue for water purification in 

Nigeria; 

ii) consider the current methods applied for 

water treatment; 

iii) consider the advantages of CWFs application 

for water treatment; 

iv) describe requirements applied to CWFs and 

to clays that can be used for CWFs 

production; 
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v) do carry out an analysis of experimental data 

against the described criteria; 

vi) finally, make a characterization of the 

extended number of investigated 

samples based on the results of analysis 

done in previous point (see above (v)). 

Following this order of problem vision and 

consideration of the results, a good manuscript can 

be prepared. 

4. A detail mineralogical characterization 

can/should be done based on the XRD-data, 

please, give mineralogical composition of 

each sample. 

5. Each figure and each table with experimental 

results have to be analysed, and results of the 

analysis have to be described below the 

table/figure. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. Specify main reflexions in the figures Fig.1-3. 

2. How the crystal size (Table 2) was calculated? 

3. The references do not follow the author’s guide 

of the Journal. 

4. Some reference in the text of the manuscript are 

absent in the list of reference. 

5. The style of referring is not as required in the 

author’s guide. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

Name: Anonymous  

Department, University & Country Voronezh State University of Forestry and Technologies, Russia 

 


