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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 
 

 
 
There are so many grammaticaland spelling  errors in this work.  Some  SI. Units 
were not written properly. Forexample: “80o” should be written “800C”. See line four 
under abstract section. “ diiferent” should be “different”(line 6 of abstract section). 
“mL “ should be written “ml”. “Health”  not “heath”. I have highlighted most of the 
errors in red. The author should give this work to somebody that is more proficient 
in this field to edit for him. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
80° is not degree Celcius degrees, it’s ethanol content. 
Other errors are corrected in the text  
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Writ-up is poor and not well formatted. 
 
 

I agree with you, I tried to improve 
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