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	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 study Investigating the Balanite aegyptiaca seed coats activated carbon (BAAC) as a potential adsorbent to remove safranin dye from aqueous solution has shown that it is effective for dye removal and can be effectively applied in environmental waste management and control. This scientific approach has also provided cheap and effective means to effluent management. However, some corrections need to be effectively made for improvement – highlighted in the manuscript attached.
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	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
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	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
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	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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	A great body of work.
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