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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

The manuscript Ms_IRJPAC_76932 entitled “Physicochemical Characteristics of 

Organophilic Clay Developed using hexadecyltrimethylammoniumchloride (HDTMAC) 

Modifier”  

Title: Concise and informative. Preferred to define the chemical name clearly by subdividing 
the name as follows: “Physicochemical Characteristics of Organophilic Clay 
Developed using Hexadecyl-trimethyl Ammonium Chloride (HDTMAC) Modifier”   
Abstract: Clear and informative. Few modifications were recommended to enhance the 
readability and understanding.  
Introduction: Too long, the introduction requires rephrasing for more clarity and 
understanding, as well as rearrangement into 3 paragraphs only i.e., 1. Introduction 2. 
Significance of the study and 3. Aim of the study. Some modifications were suggested to 
the authors.   
The aim: Clear and informative.  
Materials and methods: Clear and informative with some suggested modifications for 
increasing the readability and understanding. The authors have to list the models of the 
listed devices used in the study. 
Results and Discussion: Results are clear, novel, and informative with some suggested 
modifications. The discussion was to some extent sufficient, clear, informative, and 
contribute to knowledge. The discussion section required more speculation and comparison 
with the other works.  
Conclusion: Clear and informative with few modifications suggested. 
Tables and Figures: Properly displayed and organized.  
References:  MUST BE UPDATED as 27% (10 out of 37) of the listed references were 
published in the past five years. This percent has to be raised to 35-40% at least. 
Decision: Accepted with minor revision. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
General view: The manuscript was written in moderate English and grammar. Revision and 
copy editing is recommended. 
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