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In this numerical investigation, the entropy generation rate of steady reactive magneto 
hydrodynamic third grade fluid flow in a circular pipe is presented using the Galerkin 
method. Numerical expression for the velocity, temperature and concentration was 
obtained which were used to compute the entropy268 generation number. Special 
emphasis has been focused here to the variations of pertinent parameter of physical 
significance on the entropy generation rate and Bejan.  
 
The paper is well organized and its presentation is basically acceptable. The obtained 
results are also interesting. In my opinion, this paper contains publishable results. I would 
like to recommend to publish this paper in this journal. The following are some comments 
that the authors might like to take into account when revising the paper:
The motivation on the study should be further emphasized. In particular, the main 
advantages of the results in this paper over some existing ones should be clearly 
demonstrated. 
* Some more remarks after the development of the main results would be helpful. 
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