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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. Line 82, the meaning of Co and Ce in the equation should be explained. 
2. It is hard to understand that the absorption rate (removal of the dye) was 

reduced when larger amount of absorbent was used after 1.5g.  If it was reached 
equilibrium, the removal should remain the same. The authors need to explain.  

3. Scale tick marks need to be used for all figures. 
4. In the tables, why Log scales for qe and Ce were used? Please explain.  
5. It is unclear that why the removal rate remain almost constant after 3ml/L? 
6. The English needs to be carefully checked as there are many errors in the text.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The authors present a study on the absorption of a dye using silicate particles and the data 
was analysed by some methods. However, the discussion appears inadequate, which 
needs to be improved. I may be published with major revision.  

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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