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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

• The English grammar of the paper requires revision. The 

paper is not ready for publication at this stage and provides 

confusion for the reader in several places. I suggest getting 

help from an English speaker to review your paper.  

• Tables need to be provided that shows the range of all 

variables selected for the experiments and the reason they 

are selected. Also the parameters of the equations used for 

analysis (Like efficiency of jet, Vs, QT, Vt, D50,…) should be 

explained and referenced. 

• Analysis and discussion section is weak. The reason of the 

trends observed during experiments (and shown in the 

figures) should be explained. Also a possible future work 

should be added to the discussion section. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

• The format of the paper (including the format of the 

references in the document and at the end of paper, Number 

of equations and figure’s captions) need to be checked and 

corrected. 

• It looks like the equations are not typed in the document. 

Please correct it if that’s the case. 

• Required referencing is not provided in some parts of the 

paper. For example, second paragraph of page 3, figures 2 and 

3 and equations. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

• In some parts, numbers in the figures are not completely 

clear and needs correction. 
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