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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 

 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
1) There are a number of grammatical errors and 
instances of badly worded/constructed sentences. 
Please check the manuscript and refine the language 
carefully. 
2) In Fig. 1., references should be started with 1. and 
all rankings should be changed. 
or  
This knowledge is general. So, be yourself. Write it 
yourself. Reference does not write. 
3) Fig. 2 should be moved. 
d) Fig. 3 should be moved. 
4) The reference for some formulas should be written. 
5) The performance of combined cycle power plants 
changes according to temp., RH, sea level, (for Brayton 
cycle), etc. and vacuum, circulation and water temp 
(for Rankine cycle), etc. In your system, what is the 
factors affecting performance (advantages or 
disadvantages)? So, information should be given with a 
few sentences. 
6) References should be re-written according to the 
Guide for Authors.  
7) There are a few typos, each marked in marked copy 
PDF. Please see the attached marked copy. 
7) Paper is interesting. So, there are researches on the 

1). Language has been spelled  

 

 

2). References have been rearranged to fulfil the 

reasonable requirements.  

 

 

 

3). Fig. 2 moved accordingly 

 

d).  Fig. 3 moved accordingly 

 

4). References to relevant formulas added 

5). Your observation is absolutely reasonable. 

Thus some comments with regard to this topic 

are considered. 

 

 

 

 

6). References are re-written according the 

Guide for Authors 

 

7). Typos corrected as suggested 
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subject in literature. The efficiencies are good. There 
are some trouble points in paper, but paper is enough 
for the journal. 
 
Not: Attached marked copy for authors. 
Consequently; minor revision is required. Manuscript 
should re-assessment. Manuscript should be checked. 
After from corrections, it can be published. Thus, 
publication may be too late, but will be perfect. I hope 
these comments will be helpful to you.  
 
 

Thank you for your valuable help in improving 

the paper. 
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