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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 topic considered is very interesting, but the 

paper has the following deficient: 

1. The paper lacks focus as there is no objective for 

the research 

2. There is no major contribution from the 

author(s) as major parts of the paper were 

directly copied from Reference [1] - Zevenhoven 

R, Kilpinen -  Green House Gases, Ozone –

Depleting Gases.  

3. Materials & Methods are not logically presented. 

There is no statistical data to support the 

analysis. 

4. References are not properly cited 

 

Objective and focus has been restored in paper 

at the introduction. 

 
 
 
Direct copy from Reference [1]   has been 
dropped to an acceptable value.the paper 
has been beefed up by more reliable 
References. 
Some logic has been brought into this 
paper. 
 
References have now been properly.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Lines 110 to 221 were copied directly from Reference [1]  

 

 

 

 

These lines have been dropped off the paper. 
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