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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. Authors have not included the figures and 
tables in the text 

2. The paper format is very poor 
3. Comparison of existing and modified 

machines performances should be shown 
as a graph 

4. More results are need  to be added 
5. Unnecessarily more number useless 

figures were provided and these should be 
deleted. 

6. Design calculations should be deleted, 
these may be get easily from any test 
books, hence its better to mention the 
designed parameters 
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1. Introduction section is overloaded, it should be 
reduced 

2. Less information is provided in the materials 
and results section. Please elaborate your 
invention 

3. I think this is simply copied from a thesis, but 
thesis writing and paper writing are different 

Made necessary modifications as suggested 
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