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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

minor revision.

1, all tables are in three-lines format;

2, in reaction 1-4, the h'yg is a subscription or
subscription as well as vc;

4, the reaction order number are no need to ad
or tab bar
5, ISO must give the full name in the first used

his/her feedback here)
Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments This paper reviews the Engineered Nanoparticles in Environmental Remediation, it is 1. As advised by learned reviewer Tables 1, 2, 3 are formatted in three
important for the environment protection, so | support it to be published in the journal after columns in revised manuscript.

2. Inreactions 1-4, VB and CB represent valence band conduction
band respectively and both are subscript.

vibrational frection, the late may not be a 3. On page 29, equations 1, 2, 3 are changed to 10, 11, 12 in the

revised manuscript.

3, in page 29, the oeder number of the equations or reactions are double numbered; 4. As advised by learned reviewer bar are not added before reaction
d a bar before the number but add spaces number in the revised manuscript.
5. As advised by learned reviewer reference 1 changed in the revised
place; manuscript .

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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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