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Compulsory REVISION comments 
  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

INTRODUCTION 
Line 20 “At present about….” Should read “At present, about….”  
Line 38 “…on going…” should read “…ongoing…” 
Line 39 “[5-10]” should read “Refs [5-10]”  
Line 55 “…requirements engineering, (RE),” should read “…requirements engineering (RE),” 
Line 56 “…Unified Modeling Language, (UML)” should read “Unified Modeling Language (UML). 
Line 57 “use” should be deleted 
Line 75 “…is done using” should read “…was done using” 
Line 76 “…is done using” should read “…was done using” 
Line 87 Author wrote “…top cylinder cost and single engine overhaul cost were estimated based on 
realistic assumption.” Author will do well to mention and explain these assumptions 
Line 120 Author wrote “…the actor to obtain….” Author will do well to explain the word “Actor” as 
used here. And if word was misspelt. The correct word should be used. 
Line 129 “The results discussed in this chapter” should read “The results discussed in this paper” 
Line 157 “The LCC figure quoted…” should read “The values of LCC quoted…” 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Tables 2,3,4,5,6,7,8 should be removed from the body of the paper and taken to the Appendices 
Section in order to decongest the paper and make it more easily readable. 
The Author must ensure that the Journal of Engineering Research and Reports format is applied both 
in the body of the paper and in the References section. 
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