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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

The authors presented an impressive green method for the development and testing of hydrocyclone separators 
for biodiesel production. Therefore, I recommend a minor revision of the manuscript prior to publication. Below 
are some specific comments: 
The introduction is too short and less attention has been paid to the kinds of literature published recently.  
Kindly provide a summary of the advantage of hydrocyclone system including recent publications.  
Characterization and methodology parts are adequately discussed; however, I highly recommend that to 
compare achieved data with some of the published ones in the past and highlight the importance of this research 
to readers.  
The conclusion part is well-written and summarizes the outcomes of the research. I would like to see the outlook 
of the authors for the future.  
The quality of some images, especially image 1 should be improved. The format (including upper case and lower 
case) of References should be consistent.  
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