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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.

	The research article is very useful in mining industry. It has successful determined the working index of Anka’s manganese ore. A knowledge which is very essential in selection of equipment for mineral crushing and determination of the energy required during mineral processing; hence determining the profitability of the exercise. A very good research activity
	

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

	The title is inappropriate. Check the Choice of words and edit accordingly.The term “asses” is inappropriate. What is to assess?. Are you assessing or investigating?. You can use the word investigate, determine etc.
Is use of bracket to enclose “Zamfara State, Nigeria” appropriate. just check  out.
Suggestion for new title.  Investigating  the Grindability Behaviour of Anka’s - Zamfara State, Nigeria Manganese Ore, towards Effective Manganese Mineral Liberation.


	

	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 is comprehensive. However, the characterisation mentioned in abstract part are not discsussed in the body parts. Abstracts is summary of the whole article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The article is scientifically correct in both content and format. Characterization explained in details in the body part is missing. where are spectras?. Shows those graphs of characterisations. They are very key in scientific scholarly works.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references used are sufficient and recents. Few references which are more ten years are used. Check on them and use more recent ones.
The reference citations on the texts should be a link. Uses references tabs on the menu of ms window to do text citations in your work.
	

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

	

The language used author is simple and concise for scholarly communication of scientific works.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The book is good publish it for the authors once correction is done.


	















	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)

No ethical issues noted
	






Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
