
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Journal of Energy Research and Reviews  

Manuscript Number: Ms_JENRR_51530 

Title of the Manuscript:  
A Comparative Life Cycle Assessment of Energy Use in Major Agro – processing Industries in Nigeria 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Lines 70 and 74 and others remove the brackets and dates. 
2. Lines 95 to 97 should be in the last paragraph of introduction. 
3. Table 1 and line 169, do you mean oil extraction or expression? 
4. How the quantities of the substance in section 3.1 are measured need to stated. 

 
 

Question 1: The correction has been effected. 
Question 2: Goals and scope definition is an integral part of a Life Cycle 
assessment. So, lines 95 to 97 was defined under section 2.1 to buttress the 
aims and objective that was stated in lines 81 – 83. 
Question 3: It is oil expression, which is an integral unit operation in 
mechanical oil extraction. 
Question 4: This was clearly stated in line 131 – 133. Classical impact 
assessment methodology is a popular methodology that has been widely 
defined in various existing literatures. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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