
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 
Journal Name: British Journal of Applied Science & Technology   
Manuscript Number: Ms_BJAST_22618 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Design of Sewage Treatment Plant for CBN Housing Estate Trans-Ekulu Enugu Nigeria 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

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 
 

 
The Paper is a nice attempt in terms of  applied 
Methodology, and Contains Good and accurate 
Results and Tables with Data showing in  Figures 
however there should be more up to date references 
cited in Text Part so that Paper Could be a much 
impressive. After this paper can be a good review 
Paper and minimized the risks and problems. Although 
this is an attempt to combine several aspects of 
environmental, biological, chemical, civil and 
mechanical engineering, but it only shows the design 
and size of the sewage treatment plant. 

It was noticed that some of the references in 
the reference page did not appear in the main 
work. However, that mistake has been taken 
care of now. The six references now in the 
work is the much that suits what is in the work 
for now. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Author should improve the  English language of paper 
and check the grammatical mistakes  

Alot of grammatical errors were also corrected 
as could be seen. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Some updated result should be described in graphical 
mode , which will make it more impressive 
 

It is important to state here that such results 
cannot be used to plot graphs as they 
standalone 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


