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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. Why should the author test the engines performance? please justify 
2. The manuscript should be proofread. All the grammatical and spelling 

should be corrected. 
3. The introduction should be expanded, three to four paragraphs.  
4. The table 1 is missing, please provide 
5. Where is the specification of the two engines? 
6. The discussion of the result should be elaborated 
7. The conclusion should be brief and concise. Please join the paragraphs to 

one or two. 
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8. Please provide more citations  
9. Consider testing using different fuel types, biodiesel and diesel 
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10. Please revise the manuscript  
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