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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This paper is rather confusing. The results of the adsorbent characterization are discussed 
in more details than its adsorption capacity. It is not understood why though … unless 
those other authors also prepared activated carbon from velvet tamarind shells… 
 
Introduction is too general. In fact, there are many sentences in the paper that do not really 
carry meaning, sort of ‘blank’ sentences that should be avoided.  
 
Majority of the references are old. It gives impression the data might old too… 
 
The adsorption capacity of 1.73 mg/g is clearly low, which raise a question why such 
adsorbent should be used… 
 
Also it is not clear what the use of the models in this study is. 
The experimental data should be compared to the modelling data in the plots. 
 
In terms of data scope, there is no much data to present in this paper as only a few 
parameters were tested.  
 
 The authors need seriously revise this paper to make it comparable to other good 
publications on adsorption.   
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 


