
Here is my decision on the paper(2013_BJEMT_4650).The original paper received overall marks of “7” and “8” and the authors haveadequately addressed referees’ comments and suggestions. However, I have a majorconcern with the revised paper. One of the referees commented in his review, thepaper (original version) needed a “great deal of editing” in order to be published inEnglish. Unfortunately, the revised version also needs a major editing work. Therevised paper is not well written or presented.  The paper Is not easy to follow – long sentences, unclear sentences, repeatedsentences, etc. Has numerous minor/careless (?)errors Has many spelling errors that a simple spell check will havecaptured Refers to Figure that does exist (Figure 3 on line #93). In addition, there is only oneFigure in thepaper but that Figure is assigned as“Figure 4.”In my opinion, the revised paper does not meet the professional standard of arespectable journal. Hence, I will not recommend accepting the current version of thepaper.
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