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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. References should not be included in the abstract.

2. The datain the final table lacks calculation basis. How to calculate the CO2 saving
result should be added.

3. Theintroduction should supplement the background of the case, especially explain
its typicality as a representative of modern industry and advanced value of energy
saving and carbon reduction.

1. References in the abstract have been removed

2. More calculations added.

3. | have modified the introduction in order to take in consideration
this comment.

Optional/General comments

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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