
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Engineering Research and Reports  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JERR_45457 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Formulation of lubricant from calabash seed oil 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

 
Introduction is very briefly written. The authors are required more input in Introduction by 
citing recent available literature published in authentic fuel/chemical engineering journals. 
Please avoid long sentences throughout the manuscript. 
The CSO was used as blend. It should be added to the base oil in a definite ratio. Please 
provide a definite Oil to CSO ratios in Table-1. 
The authors have not discussed their results in a scholarly way. A detailed discussion will 
warrant publication of this manuscript. Further, the extracted oil should be analysed for 
chemical constituents like palmitic acid, steric acid, oleic acid, etc. Usually PSO and 
hindered phenols are present in plant extracts, which may act as oiliness improvers and as 
antioxidants respectively. 

Authors appreciate the contribution of the review and have edited the 
manuscript and provided the below responses: 

i. Expanded the introduction with additional literatures 
ii. The experimental design adopted (Mixture Design) gave the ratio and 

number of runs as presented in Table 1. 
iii. The  results and discussion section has been duly updated, and 

chemical analysis of the oil has also been presented. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
NA 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

English should be checked if correct gramtically Noted. 
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


