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	Reviewer’s Comments
	Author’s Response

	Reviewer A
	

	1. It is focusing on RHA, but not mentioned in the title.
	The title was changed to “Synthesis of Silica Derivative-Salen from Rice Husk and its use for Extraction of Divalent Metal Ions Co(II), Ni(II) and Cu(II)”

	2. Many aricles in IJC have reported functionalized silica. It is suggested to cite those to improve the novelty. For example: Indones. J. Chem., 2015, 15 (2), 108 – 115; ndones. J. Chem., 2017, 17 (2), 264 – 273, ect.
	One of the mentioned articles was cited (Reference no 25).

	3. AFM cannot be found in characterization technique section.
	AFM was added to the technique section as required.

	4. Author(s) have to provide FTIR spectra of RHA, RHACl and RHAI.
	The requested spectra were added and presented in an overlay fashion.

	5. In both spectra of RHACSALEN and RHACEN appear peak around 1650 cm-1. How to ensure that peak at 1651 cm-1is belong to C=N group?
	The difference in location and intensity, as well as the overlap between them

	6. How many ethylenediamine and salicylaldehyde group (mmol g-1) in the surface of RHACSALEN?
	 Table 1 shows the elemental analysis of the RHACSALEN and  showing the increase ratio of the number of carbon, nitrogen and hydrogen atoms 

	7. Author(s) is advised to provide SEM images of RHA, RHAEN and RHACSALEN
	I would like to inform you that the completion of this work for a long time more than a year and most of the raw materials are not available now.

	8. RHA and RHAEN are essential to be analyzed by TGA DTA as comparison.
	I would like to inform you that the completion of this work for a long time more than a year and most of the raw materials are not available now.

	9. How effectiveness of the adsorbent has to be compared to others reported previously.
	The effectiveness of the adsorbent was compared to others reported previously. The comparison is presented in Table 5.

	10. In order to obtain rate of adsorption value, author(s) have to evaluate the experimental data with some kinetic model such as pseudo-1 order and pseudo-2 order.
	The experimental data was evaluated with 4 kinetic models: First order, second order, pseudo first order and pseudo second order. Additionally, rate constant was calculated for each model, and the results were listed in Table 3.

	11. Experimental data need to be evaluated with some isotherm models such as Langmuir, Freundlich and/or Temkin model. Some parameter related to those models are also essential to be added in this manuscript.
	The experimental data was evaluated with Langmuir and Freundlich model. The related parameters were also calculated and added to the manuscript. The results were listed in Table 4.

	12. Further explanation on why adsorption is favorable on acidic condition has to be provided by author(s).
	Added in the effect of pH

	13. It is suggested to be unified by overlay.
	FTIR spectra were unified by overlay as requested.

	Editor
	

	1. Title does not represent the content; The experiment used RHA and discussed it intensively but it is not mentioned in the title.
	The title was changed to “Synthesis of Silica-Salen Derivative from Rice Husk Ash and its use for Extraction of Divalent Metal Ions Co(II), Ni(II) and Cu(II)”

	2. Introduction section does not describe previous research of Cu(II), Ni(II) and Co(II). Many researches reported the adsorbent of those meta lions. 
	Some previous pieces of research were cited in Table 5.

	3. Many articles reporting RHA and functionalized silica. It is suggested to search and cite the relevant theme to improve the novelty.
	Uptake of element ions by solid ligands from silica extracted of rice husks is a recent subject that has not been mentioned before. Yes, The ions of the elements has been estimated by references of other prepared silica and also adopted as references.

	4. Experiment data presented are not discussed comprehensively and not compared to previous reported researches, therefore the scientific contents need to be improved.
	The experimental data was compared to others reported previously. The comparison is presented in Table 5.

	5. The quality of the figures in general is poor and need to be revised, especially the scale and legends too small/unclear
	The quality of the figures was improved.



