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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 The authors should do a better job referencing 
literature which has dealt with prior versions of this 
problem (stretching sheet boundary flow).  For 
instance: 

1. E. M. Sparrow and J. P. Abraham, Universal 
Solutions for the Streamwise Variation of 
the Temperature of a Moving Sheet in the 
Presence of a Moving Fluid, International 
Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, Vol. 
48, pp. 3047-3056, 2005. 

 
2. J. P. Abraham and E. M. Sparrow, Friction 

Drag Resulting From the Simultaneous 
Imposed Motion of a Freestream and its 
Bounding Surface, International Journal of 
Heat and Fluid Flow, Vol. 26, pp. 289-295, 
2005. 

 
The authors should do a better job explaining the 
practical applications of this work. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Please discuss and interpret the figures more fully.  It 
would be better to use fewer figures if needed but they 
need to be interpreted. 
 
Please explain in clear language what is unique and 
new about this study. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

Good description of the numerical model and 
convergence. 
 
Is an exact solution possible for this type of problem? 
 
This is a nicely done work. 
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