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Minor REVISION comments 

 
1. Formatting of the paper is not acceptable 
2. Line 56, 63 and 64 should be arranged in 

organised manner. 
3. Line 201, the tube size of 58 and 45mm is 

used in the paper but practically 58 and 
47mm is in the market why? 

4. Line 445 and 446 “Although the days are 
close to each other, there was a big 
difference in the ambient temperature for 
example may the 20th and 21” not clearly 
understandable. It should be explain 
briefly. 

5. Figure 6, X-axis shows what?  
6. In this paper only give the information of 

the flows, no technical data is used to 
justification of the results. 

7. In the conclusion no data is given only 
theoretical explanation is given. Some 
results also added.  

8. Why fluent 6.1 is used?  
9. Add latest references. 
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