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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. Isthetitle of the article suitable? Yes
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
Yes
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? No
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? No
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form. Yes
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
Yes

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Optional/General comments

*Some graphs and figures are not clearly visible or readable. Please replace
them.

This novel study is more interesting and important to improve the quality of Steel . The
manuscript is good, informative, novel and creative,
Which maybe help for the Steel industries.

To improve the quality of the manuscript, here some points are added for the authors:

1] Add original experimental data for better understanding importance of multi reactors argon flow in
the liquid metal/Steel.

2] Explain more about inclusion removal, argon flow, flow rate effect in liquid Steel cleaning etc.

3] Add flow control data.

4] Write more about numerical investigation by ANSYS FLUENT software. How could you use it?
What were your analysis parameters?

5] Instead of argon can we use another inert gas or not? Or Only AOD process is useful for this?
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