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 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 

 

Line 70 – Tables 2-5 and Figures 1-2 were presented in the 

experimental section. 

 

Figures 1 and 2 – Please improve the quality of the figures, 

it is really difficulty to see the data and analyze the peaks. 

 

The experimental section is weak. No details were given 

about the techniques used. 

 

The discussion in this manuscript is weak. Data were only 

presented; some Tables were even not cited trough the 

“Results and Discussion”. 

 

Line 165 – The authors repeated data presented in the 

“Results and Discussion” section. The conclusion should be 

brief, pointing out the importance of the paper, and what is 

the advantage of their surfactant in comparison to the 

available surfactants.   

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 22 – Please check references numbers and order in all 

manuscript. For example, reference 2 is cited after 5. 

 

Line 24 – Please write the introduction using paragraphs. 

The second paragraph looks like a text book. 

 

Tables – Please indicate the meaning of “S.No.” or change it 

to “Samples”.  We know, but it is only appropriate to put an 

abbreviation if the meaning was presented before. 
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Line 101 – What´s the meaning of SLES? 

 

Line 139 – The authors could have written a brief sentence 

before presenting the results from table 2. 

 

Line 139 – There was no citation in the “Results and 

discussion” about Table 3. 

 

Line 143 – The formula for HBL should have been presented 

somewhere in the “Experimental Section”. There is no 

discussion about the HBL value. 

 

Line 158 – There is no discussion about data in Table 4. 

 

Line 160– There was no citation in the “Results and 

discussion” about Table 5. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Authors need to improve their experimental section and 

their discussion. 

 

The experimental section and discussion of the manuscript 

need to be improved. The quality of the figures also needs 

to be improved. 
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