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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This paper is interested and useful but needs to have 
things fixed. 
 
The quality of the English writing must be improved. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Why is the name Ludwig Prandtl in bold?  Please make 
unbolded. 
Why the reference to 13, the authors just say it is an 
FEA text.  What the text used in this study? 
The authors should cite this paper which justifies the 
use of the Boussinesq model. 
1. E. M. Sparrow and J. P. Abraham, A New 
Buoyancy Model Replacing the Standard Pseudo-
Density Difference for Internal Natural Convection in 
Gases, International Journal of Heat and Mass 
Transfer, Vol. 46, pp. 3583-3591, 2003. 
Why are random words in sentences capitalized? 
All equations should have equation numbers.  
Was mesh independence ever checked? 
Do the authors know that there is no turbulence? 
The images are hard to read and there are too many.  
It is important that the authors reduce the number of 
figures but discuss them.  There is very little discussion 
about the results. 
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