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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes 
 
 
The title of the study is quite general. I recommend changing it to a more specific title that 
reflects the work. There may be a paper title to contain the magnetic field. 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
 
It seems that one author is cited too many times in the references section. I don't find this 
appropriate. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
There are spelling errors in the paper. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

 All symbols must be added to Nomenclature. 

 All equations must be numbered separately. 

 Keywords should be chosen appropriately for the study. In the study, the effects of each 
nanoparticle was examined separately, a hybrid nanofluid (ternary nanofluid) was not 
studied. 

 The geometry of the work should be explained. 

 Study not validated by previous studies. 

 Concrete results obtained should also be shared in the conclusion section. 
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