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PART 2: 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 Line 34: report also how much amount of chalk 

powder considering absorbance ability 

Line 49: rephrase 

Line 51: rephrase (do not use author as a word it is 

better ti use passive voice) 

Line 56, 57, 60, 67: rephrase 

Line 71, 73, 75: it is recommended to use 

concentrations (i.e. molality) and just mention the 

final volume used 

Line 81: what is the value of temperature? 

Line 93: rephrase 

Line 95: omit “the” 

Line 99, 102: it is not clear to the reader what the 

author wants to point out- rephrase 
Line 105: use in Table 1 “g” instead of “gram”, instead 

of :observed value” “volume consumed” 

What 1mL= 0.1Fe stands for? 

Line 109: use g” instead of “gram” 

Line 110: correct “contained”, “Fig. 2 shows..” 

Line 111: correct “..increased by increasing the 
amount..” 

Line 112: correct “gm” with “g” 

Line 116: It is recommended to depict % of iron 

reduction versus the amount of chalk powder used 
Thus one Figure will be produced 

Also blue points and trendline is not necessary 

Line 122: it is recommended to rewrite the whole 

paragraph (poor English) 

Line 130: correct “consequently” 
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 Line 134: how much amount of chalk powder is good 

enough to adsorb a certain amount of iron? 
Done 

Minor REVISION comments  Corrections highlighted in green has been 
done by author to improve the quality of 
paper . 

Optional/General comments The author should improve English language of the 

manuscript 
 

 


