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Evaluation Criteria:

Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with an explanation
for each point rating.

Questions Rating Result
[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4

The title clearly indicates the topic being discussed

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 2

The abstract is very confusing

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.

(a brief explanation is recommendable)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2

The introduction is very disconnected due to the alternation of various concepts without logical
consequence

Blue OWF is not a purchased dye
MIHRA ?? .... what is it?




5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 2

The text lacks clarity Captions and numbering in many figures are missing

For the sake of clarity it would be advisable to put the figures in three on the same plane (for
example3.5,3.6,3.7)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the
content.

(An explanation is recommendable)

7. The references are comprehensive and according to the APA
citation style.

The references are incomplete because either the end of article pages
are missing or the publishing house is not reported correctly

(a brief explanation is recommendable)

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revisions needed

Return for major revision and resubmission X

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

It is advisable to write the article again paying attention to greater clarity and to completely exhaust a
concept before introducing a new one

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:

The work is devoid of originality and does not address the problem of how to destroy the adsorbent
after it has been used to remove the dye from the waste water. The exposure of the topic is very untidy,
the figures are incomplete and also the bibliography
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