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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 
 

 
Line 23; The authors should put the year of the reference 
Line 25, has should be changed to have 
Line 40; target should be changed to targetted 
 Apart from the low level of the English writing, the paper lacks the basic 
components of a review paper.The authors are advised to read major review papers 
for thorough understanding of how to write  review papers. 
Twelve papers were cited herein which does not qualify a paper for mini review, 
nonetheless a  major review paper.Over hundred referenced papers used in a review 
may some cases not be enough to capture the detailed literature report about the 
subjects.  
It is clear that the authors have not done extensive literature search expected of a 
review paper 
 

Thank you for the review. All the grammatical errors noticed have been 
corrected. Also, more reference papers have been added but I disagree on 
the number of references that I have to cite. This research area is still 
emerging i.e. cost-effective way to refine the glycerol.  
Thank you once again. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 A review paper presents further research areas for readers to embark upon. Each subtopic 
reviewed should provide a research openning for researchers to key in. Such and related 
are not contained in this paper.  

Yes, the reviewer is correct to an extent. As said in the paper, the purity of the 
refined glycerol is dependent on the end use. Pharma-grade or food grade 
level of refining clearly is still on-going research. 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 


