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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 
 

 
THE AUTHOR(S) HAS SUCCEEDED IN DOING WHAT LOOKS LIKE A REVIEW OD 
SEWAGE TREATMENT AND THAT OF KINGVIEW SOFTWARE. I HAVE FORWARDED 
THE MANUSCRIPT WITH MY COMMENTS AND I THINK IT SHOULD BE PASSED TO 
THE AUTHOR(S). 
THEY SHOULD INDICATE THE BASIC SPECIFICATIONS OF THE SYSTEM 

Thank you for your comment. This article only designed the sewage 
monitoring system. It is shown in the diagram of the parameter article 
involved, but the system has not been applied in concrete. 
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