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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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 few sentences regarding the importance this 
manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

I consider that it is not a manuscript for the scientific community, there is a lack of 
data and the writing needs to be improved. The topic is important, but information 
is lacking. 

 

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

 

No, because it is not a climate change study, there are 2 graphs of CO2 emissions, 
so the title could be "CO2 emissions from industrial sources... and their possible 
solutions" Information is missing from the graphs, It does not say where they were 
obtained from and it is important. 

 

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

 

No,  
In a scientific work it must have an order and it is only an informative note. 
Although there is the introduction, the methodology, results, discussion and 
conclusions are missing. That is, there is no order of the topic. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? The structure of the manuscript has no order and is not understood, there is 
confusion on the subject. The discussion is related to other case studies of the 
topic being analyzed. 

 

Please write few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically 
sound?Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The manuscript lacks a review of scientific publications that support the study of 
greenhouse gas emissions. They don't have a goal and it gets confusing, it's just 
an information sheet. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 
- 

The references that are in the manuscript are news. Also, a quote should not be 
from Wikipedia, I suggest you review primary information. I reviewed information 
related to the topic and found the following: 

 The Chemical Behaviour of Greenhouse Gases and its Impact on Climate 
Change in Iraq 

 Evidence of Climate Change in Iraq 
 Climate Change: Consequences on Iraq’s Environment 
 Impact of carbon dioxide concentrations on atmospheric temperature changes 

over Iraq and some neighboring countries 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
English language review required 
 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
PART  2: 
 

 
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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