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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Author needs to revise manuscript to article template. This will require significant changes. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
  

Revise manuscript to article template requirements. Ariel not Times roman, etc., etc., no sections in a, b,c, etc., instead 1, 1.1, 
1.1.1…. 
Abstract is to long. Shorten. 
Conclusion section is to short expand.  
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Add equipment used for analyses in Material section. 
Add testing standards or explain in detail how tests were performed. 
Explain hot water treatment, how it is done. 
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