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manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

--  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. In EC process, the maximum NaCl concentration at which the 

color removal is higher, should be incorporated in the result as 

well as in discussion. 

 

2. Author should describe the significance for the use of 

graphite or stainless electrodes over other electrodes used by 

several researchers. 

 

3. Author should clearly mention the type of electrode used in 

the present study. They should not write like “either a graphite 

electrode or stainless steel sheet was used”. 

 

4. The same was with chemicals as “dilute solutions of either 

sodium hydroxide or hydrochloric acid”. They should clearly 

mention that which chemical(s) was used. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

The present work is not new but the author’s have made the 

effort to validate the data. The manuscript is written well. 
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