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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 manuscript is scientifically sound but However, there are still some minor corrections in the paper. 
The author is suggested to make some revisions so that the paper will be better and free from 
grammatical errors. 

1. Include objective (need and significance) of the research in the aim of the abstract. 
2. Figure 1 was given twice. Revise the numbering of figures. 
3. 2D and 3D figures of the machine are fine but text is not clear and visible. Improve the clarity of 

the figures. 
4. Sub headings 2.2.2 & 2.2.3 are not required. Remove in the manuscript. 
5. Remove section 3.1. Since abbreviations are discussed in the calculation part. 
6. Mention reference for every constant or value taken in the calculation. 
7. Results should be elaborated by varying the independent variables.  
8. Please recheck all references and revise; Topics in the references should be written with the 

initial capital. 
Ex: Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp Allergy. 
2002;32(4):489-98.  
 

Revision amended  
 
 
 
Noted and revised  
 
Corrected  
 
 
 
Revised accordingly  
 
 
Done revision  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Add at least 3 most recent research works to the Introduction. 
2. Instead of materials used for fabrication, include specifications of the parts in the table. 
3. In the result & discussion part, you can include the change in throughput capacity with speed of 

operations. 
4. Avoid unnecessary spacings between the paragraphs 
5. Include cost economics if possible. 

 

Noted and effected  
 
 
Noted and done  

Optional/General comments 
 

Submitted manuscript  is original and therefore suitable for publication if some corrections are made to 
make it better. 

OK 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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