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2.2 Materials – Paragraph 2 – Cite references if the method for clay particles 

treatment has been followed from some other article. 

Add information about experimental procedure for cadmium adsorption on clay 

at varying cadmium concentrations and time. 

3.1.2. FTIR – Does any of the groups (OH-Al, Si-O, Si-O-Al) play any important 

role in cadmium adsorption? If yes, explain it here. 

3.1.3 SEM and EDX – Replace titane, silicium with titanium and silicon in the last 

line. 

Table 1 – The total of weight% should not be more than 100. There seems to be 

something wrong with the data. 

The data presented in this article is good and informative but the manuscript 

language does not meet the international publication standards. There are many 

grammatical and pronunciation mistakes. Some of the sentences do not make any 

sense and can confuse the readers. 

The data is not explained very well in the Results and Discussion section.  
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