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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 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

- Effect the correction highlighted 
- You have a good review, however, you need to always digest the literature by 

contributing the probable reason for the obtained result. 
- Provide a separate sub-title for “perspective for future study on adsorbents.  

 
 
 
 

- Contributions to obtained results in literature have been effected.  
Necessary corrections have been effected to sentence in line 134 to 135 and 
highlighted. 
- Sentence in Ln 141 to 143 has been taken down as the temperature 
highlighted in the original work is activation temperature and not adsorption 
temperature as depicted in the manuscript. Also the activation temperature 
have been replaced by the low adsorption temperature of 298K in Table 1 
- Probable reason for sentence in Ln 184 to 186 have stated and highlighted 
in Ln 187.  
- Probable reason for sentence in Ln 15 have been stated and highlighted in 
Ln 16 and 17 
- A sub-section 4.1 Perspective for Future Study has been created. 
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