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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

e Citation should be removed from the abstract

e Since the study focuses more on emission reduction rather than energy saving-
direction, a more suitable topic would be Carbon emission efficiency, rather than
Energy efficiency.

¢ Authors should provide critical definitions of energy efficiency and which of the
definitions apply to this study.

o Reference source of Fig 1 should be provided

e The study location is not well defined, authors should give detail about the case
study and the reason for choosing it.

¢ All the tables have no caption. Authors should provide them

e The table in the conclusion section has no number and caption and should be
moved into the discussion section.

e The conclusion only captures emission reduction with no particular mentioning of
energy-saving innovations identified in the study. Author should give some of the
process intensification measures that enhanced energy efficiency.

Optional/General comments

Quite comprehensive
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