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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

I think the author(S) need to re-write the abstract. 

The abstract is not communicating at all. They should 

be specific like the main problem the manuscript 

deal with and straight conclusion 

2. Lines 17 & 18 are statements of facts, they need 

reference. 

3. Lines 57, 58 and 59 need reconstruction. Simple 

English and correct phrases will go a long way to 

make the reader understand the message. 

4. Fig 1, 2, 6 & 7 need references, Except the concept 

is developed by the author(s) 

Line 227, need reconstruction of the statement  
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I will like to state here that the manuscript is just 

providing very minute engineering solution to a bigger 

problem. If the author(s) can work more and provide at 

least two more solutions to the identified problem it will 

be better for main manuscript or communication. 
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