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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 
 

 
1. Latest articles related to this work not discussed well in introduction part. 

Author need to add reference articles after 2013. 
2. No inferences pointed after the literature survey. Author should correlate the 

literature survey and his work 
3. Conclusion should project positive side of the work. 
4. No data available in page number 3. (in pdf version sent) 
5. Line number 243 & 249: which is figure (A) and (B)? Provide the details if you 

have compared. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Line number 110, mentioned that 22.000rpm. is it 22rpm or 22,000rpm? Check it. 
2. Line number 111 states that, filtration under vacuum, is there any pressure range? 

Justify (if applicable) 
3. Line number 219, add figure number. 
4. For section 1.1.3, is there any ambient conditions or time duration? Discuss. 
5. The properties of extracted crude oil not discussed in section 2. (if worked out, add 

it) 
6. Directly mentioned section 2.2, where is section 2.1? (if not applicable change it). 
7. Check grammatical mistakes 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The entire effort is appreciable. But referring new articles will enhance quality of work 
current technologies. 
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