
 
 
Editors comment: 

The author fairly attended to the reviewers queries. However some shortcomings were still noted in 
the revised article V2 as highlighted beneath. 
 
Title: 
One ‘ethanol’ needs to be deleted from the title. 
 
ABSTRACT 
A missing link (possibly .. in) between sources and its. Delete the numerous ‘is’ and/or recast in the 
past or in active voice while noting the wrong use of singular and plural (These is?). Aimed as used is 
neither in line with the study aim nor appropriate for the intended possible benefit(s) of the study 
hence should be recast. 
 
Introduction section line 88: 
For?? Wrong capital use and wrong use of for instead of from? 
 
Aim and Focus?? Why not just Aim?? 
focuses? Write in active voice or in the past 
The conclusion should be in line with the study title. As written is more of a commentary and 
unrelated to addressing the study aim as entitled. Authors should rightly caption it conclusion and not 
concluding remarks. This is supposed to be an academic report and not a commentary hence the 
various sections from the title through the abstract, introduction through the conclusion must be close 
knitted. 
 
These noted shortcomings need to be addressed before further publication processes. 
 
Authors feedback: 
The editors comment were highly appreciated and had been corrected accordingly. 

 

 


