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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 
 

 Lots of grammatical mistakes.  It has to be checked and corrected. 

 Title can be changed 

 In the introductory part calculation of thermodynamical properties has to 
given  

 In figure 3 the data given in the axes has to be checked 40, 12 .....? 

 Method of calculations of thermodynamic functions can be given in detail. 

 - 

 Title of this manuscript changed. 

 The thermodynamical properties of substances have got in references 
of 3, 5 and 6. So we are not write in this part.   

 I corrected some mistakes in figure 3. 

 Method of calculations of thermodynamic functions cannot be given in 
detail. Because this information have been given in references of 3, 5 
and 6.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 In line no. 128 , On the base of mentioned below……………..has to be changed 

 No clarity in line no 180 

 Line no. 183 calculated........ has to be changed as ..........Heat capacities at high 
temperature…. 

 Corrected. 

 Corrected. 

 Corrected. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 In line no 184 We also used this method..........can be changed as Similar method 
was adopted in calculating………. 

 corrected 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 There are not ethical issues in this manuscript.  
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