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	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	Yes, the reseach is very important for the scientific community. 
Particularly, the findings of this research will be very important to research professionals in material science, geology, and environmental engineering. 
In this research, insight has been made into the purificaction and characterization of clay, treatment processes, and detailed analysis of physicochemical properties was also delt with. This findings of the compositions of this research have practical implications in various industries or sectors such as construction, ceramics, and environmental remediation, making the research very important for the scientific community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	Yes, the title of the research is suitable, clearly stating main focus and the objectives of the research. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	Yes, the abstract gave a good review of the research, however I would like to make some suggestions.
The abstract did mentioned various analysis but failed to mention the specific techniques used, such as X-ray diffraction etc…
If some quantitative results from the study such as cation exchange capacity or specific surface area measurement are added to the abstract, it will make it some detailed.
The abstract could briefly mention some significance of the findings, how it contributes to the existing literatures in that field. 
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	The English is generally okay for schorlarly communications, howbeit, technical terminologies should be explained in detailed.
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	The manuscript is properly structured, covering essential aspects related to the research process and findings. However, language clarity and explanations of technical terminologies can be improved, which will help improve the understanding of the paper.
	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	The references provided in this manuscript well covered a wide range of important sources, such as textbooks, research articles, and monographs, which is very commendable. However, most of the papers are not recent enough, the most recent one dates back to 2006 which is 18 years ago, I suggest the refereces be made from recent articles between the last 5-10 years.
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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