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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	In this study, an ejector system was adopted to demonstrate how flue gas can be purified using venturi effect and and heat transfer. Due to the fact that flue gas contend some pollutant that can be harmful to human and environment, therefore it is necessary to filter it. Although some industries uses scrubber system for flue gas purification, this new method if being cost effective and also be applicable in the industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	YES the title is suitable, however, the alternative title may be like, “THE FILTRATION OF FLUE GAS USING THE VENTURI EFFECT OF AN EJECTOR SYSTEM AND BY HEAT TRANSFER”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The given Abstract section is comprehensive but it may be improved by giving a bigger picture of work as Book chapters allow more space for reflection on bigger ideas than journal articles
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	It is scientifically correct as it provide an alternative method of filtering flue gas.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	It is somehow recent but not actually sufficient, more references should have been provided and more recent work should have be cited as well.
	

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

	
The is polite enough, but there exist some grammertical errors in some pages 



	

	Optional/General comments

	The work would have been more elaborate if more similar works were consulted and cited as well.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)


	






Reviewer details:
Olughu Chidiebere Orji, Nigeria

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
