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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the

SIN manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is

mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)
Compulsory REVISION comments Novel work presented well but little more description is required in the analysis as per the observations.
Adsorption kinetic model description (173) has to be elaborated to justify the result as per the model and

1. With expansion of symbol below all the tables. Thanks immensely for your schorlarly suggestion. However,
Adsorption kinetic models used in this article were known
models and have been established by the referred authors,
hence, there is no need for the elaboration.
For the symbol ,Omissions made has been corrected

2. The chemical structure of the compound present in the FS should be depicted in the analysis of FTIR (213). FTIR was carried out in intension of the functional groups. It
is to prove that the material used can serve as a coagulant
with the present of C — H stretching in the coagulant.

3. At 268 the FSC dosages in how much volume?
Thanks for the observation. The correction has been
effected. Actually, the coagulant dosages were dosed in the
500ml of the wastewater (VOW) (see line 274)

4, . At 336 to 340 N;, Ng, N;-N4 &Ni is not reflecting in the plot and fig.no is not mentioned in the text. Thanks for the observation. However, the error has been
corrected and highlighted in blue colour (see line See
line 350, 338 and 347.

5. At 366 Non-Linear plot is missing Please kindly investigate Fig.13. Which depicts the non-
linear kinetic plot

6. At 398 Nomenclature word should replace by abbreviation to avoid confusion The suggested abbreviation word have been replaced

7. 303-310 & 372-380 theme font is different Thanks for your scholarly contribution. Font uniformity
has been corrected

Minor REVISION comments
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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)

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