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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	[bookmark: _Hlk200641456]Sludge management is extremely important in sludge treatment. Sludge produced during the treatment of drinking water is often treated as unnecessary waste.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The Abstract summarises the essence of the article. However, it should be corrected and a spell checker should correct grammatical errors.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The entire manuscript is not organised. The literature is scattered throughout the article. I therefore propose to collect the literature in the Introduction section, followed by Materials and Methods, Results, Discussion and Conclusions. The diagrams are not formatted according to the standards for scientific publications. More under Optional/General comments.
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk200642175]Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	[bookmark: _Hlk200732179]The disadvantage of references is that they do not take into account more recent sources. The most recent reference is from 2016.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
The text is readable, but it should be checked with a spell checker and/or reviewed by a native speaker.




	

	[bookmark: _Hlk200732214]Optional/General comments

	A. Structure of the contribution:
a. Only one literary source is mentioned in the Introduction.
b. Water treatment chapter is more or less a chapter that belongs to the Results chapter
c. Chapter 3. belongs to Introduction.
d. Chapter 4. belongs to the Results chapter.
e. Chapter 5. belongs to Materials and Methods.
f. Chapter 6. Results and discussion: The results from the other sections are missing in this section.
B. Diagrams:
a. The basic rule is that the fonts in a diagram should be approximately the same size as the fonts in the text. In the case of Figures 2 and 3, the fonts are much too small and therefore illegible.
b. Labelling the X and Y axes: In scientific papers, the coordinates should be labelled so that it is clear which parameters they represent, and the units should also be noted.
c. Order of magnitude of the axes: The usual order of magnitude also stands for the measurement uncertainty. In Figure 2 (conductivity), the Y-axis is labelled from 0.00 to 800.00. Decimal numbers are completely unnecessary here, so the Y-axis should range from 0 to 800. The situation is similar in Figure 2 (temperature) and in Figure 3.
d. Figure transparency: Figure 2 should be divided into three separate figures for the individual topics. This would make the figures much clearer.

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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