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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 
 

 
 
 
What would be the value of constants (

hDRe  is the Reynolds number and Pr  is the 
Prandtl number).  
 
A pseudo code or flow chart should be added in computer program section and 
reliability must be defended as compared to some other technique available. 
 
 

We greatly appreciate the time and focus of the reviewers dedicated to our 
manuscript. The reviewers' comments are highly constructive. We sincerely 
believe that the reviewers’ comments have helped us to improve the 
manuscript. 
 
 
The Reynolds and Prandtl numbers are calculated from the pre-established 
mass flow rate and the fluid properties for each porosity level. The Reynolds 
number increases as the porosity increases but does not exceed the value 
2300. The Prandtl number is closer to 0.7 for all cases. 
 
A schematic diagram was added in computer program section. The reliability 
of the computer program was checked by comparison with field data of a 
regenerative air preheater in operation at the PETROBRAS petroleum 
refinery. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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