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1. The paper:
a) represents scientific level (the tests results and conclusions are presented; there are the
"methodology" and "results™ sections) X
b) represents popular science level (contains new ideas) [
c) does not represent scientific level and/or does not contain new ideas [

If you choose the “c” please do not fill in the rest of the form.

2. The research methods:
a) are correct and properly described
b) should be supplemented and/or described in more detail
c) are incorrect
3. The analysis and synthesis of results:
a) are correct
b) should be supplemented
c) are incorrect
4. The statistical approaches:
a) are correct
b) should be supplemented
c) have incorrect assumption
d) are needless
5. Tables and figures:
a) are correct; have descriptions
b are correct; do not have descriptions
¢) should be supplemented
d) are inappropriate
6. The abstract and key words:
a) are correct

b) should be supplemented
c) are inappropriate (they do not reflect the essence of the tests results)
7. Title of the manuscript is correct and corresponding to the text yes X no [
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8. The conclusions:
a) are correct and resulted from research presented in the paper 0
b) should be supplemented X
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c) are inappropriate (they do not reflect the essence of the tests results) 0

9. The references included recent publications (especially from the last two years) and are:

a) sufficient M
b) insufficient X
10. Manuscript language:
a) is correct X
b) should be edited 0
¢) is incorrect i
12. Overall assessment
a) very good — submit without any amendments 0
b) good - submit with an amendments X
c) submit corrected paper without second review ]
d) submit corrected paper after second review 0
e) poor — unable to publish ]

11. To the best of my knowledge, the paper had been already published in the same or similar
form yes (1 no X

The place for comments — especially for issues which should be supplemented and/or
corrected

The paper covers very intersting topic of modeling Wastes for Parameter Design

with Green Lean Production of Fresh Water.

In the paper some information about perspectives of the presented topic should be presented.
State of the literature should cover more publications connected with the topic of the
publication, as for example presented in the publication of: ANALIZA SKUTECZNOSCI
DZIALANIA OCZYSZCZALNI SCIEKOW , KUJAWY”

Krzysztof CHMIELOWSKI, Bernadeta RAJCHEL, Magdalena KARNAS

DOI: 10.7862/rb.2016.107 in the JCEEA

The reviewer’ name only for Editorial Office knowledge. The names of the reviewers assisting
the editorial board will be listed in the last issue of each year and in the web.
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I would kindly ask to review the following manuscript submitted to “Scientific
Review Engineering and Environmental Sciences” using following questionnaire/form.
Office Secretary
(Katarzyna Pawluk)
No., title of manuscript: The Model Relationship of Wastes for Parameter Design

with Green Lean Production of Fresh Water

1. The paper:

a) represents scientific level (the tests results and conclusions are presented; there are the

"methodology" and "results™ sections)
b) represents popular science level (contains new ideas)
c) does not represent scientific level and/or does not contain new ideas

If you choose the “c” please do not fill in the rest of the form.

. The research methods:
a) are correct and properly described
b) should be supplemented and/or described in more detail

c) are incorrect
. The analysis and synthesis of results:

a) are correct
b) should be supplemented
c) are incorrect
. The statistical approaches:
a) are correct
b) should be supplemented
c) have incorrect assumption
d) are needless
. Tables and figures:
a) are correct; have descriptions
b are correct; do not have descriptions
¢) should be supplemented
d) are inappropriate
. The abstract and key words:
a) are correct
b) should be supplemented
c) are inappropriate (they do not reflect the essence of the tests results)

. Title of the manuscript is correct and corresponding to the text

. The conclusions:
a) are correct and resulted from research presented in the paper
b) should be supplemented

[]

X
0
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c) are inappropriate (they do not reflect the essence of the tests results) 0

9. The references included recent publications (especially from the last two years) and are:
a) sufficient [
b) insufficient )4

10. Manuscript language:
a) is correct
b) should be edited
c) is incorrect

X O

]

12. Overall assessment
a) very good — submit without any amendments
b) good - submit with an amendments
c) submit corrected paper without second review
d) submit corrected paper after second review
e) poor — unable to publish

OO OO

11. To the best of my knowledge, the paper had been already published in the same or similar
form yes [1 no Y

The place for comments — especially for issues which should be supplemented and/or
corrected

— The quantity of customers in Banjarbar and Banjar district (62 million) is unbelievable.
Did not the author/s make a mistake? (first sentence in introduction).

— Author/s should unify units used in article.

— References to literature need improvement.

— The order of article parts need improvement. For example the summary part should be
before the references part.

— Table 2 need more clarification.

— What is the purpose of the research used by author/s of the article?

— Water treatment plant model, which is used in statistical analysis, is insufficiently
characterized.

— There are some editorial errors, e.g.: typically the capital letter is at the beginning of the
sentence.

— What is the main conclusion of the article?

The reviewer’ name only for Editorial Office knowledge. The names of the reviewers assisting
the editorial board will be listed in the last issue of each year and in the web.
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I would kindly ask to review the following manuscript submitted to “Scientific Review
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Office Secretary
(Katarzyna Pawluk)

No., title of manuscript: The Model Relationship of Wastes for Parameter Design
with Green Lean Production of Fresh Water

1. The paper:
a) represents scientific level (the tests results and conclusions are presented; there are the

"methodology" and "results™ sections)
b) represents popular science level (contains new ideas) X
c) does not represent scientific level and/or does not contain new ideas

If you choose the “c” please do not fill in the rest of the form.

2. The research methods:

a) are correct and properly described
b) should be supplemented and/or described in more detail X
c) are incorrect

3. The analysis and synthesis of results:
a) are correct X
b) should be supplemented
c) are incorrect

4. The statistical approaches:
a) are correct X
b) should be supplemented
¢) have incorrect assumption

d) are needless
5. Tables and figures:

a) are correct; have descriptions X b are
correct; do not have descriptions C)
should be supplemented

d) are inappropriate
6. The abstract and key words:
a) are correct ) ¢

b) should be supplemented



c) are inappropriate (they do not reflect the essence of the tests results)
7. Title of the manuscript is correct and corresponding to the text yesx no

8. The conclusions:
a) are correct and resulted from research presented in the paper X
b) should be supplemented
c) are inappropriate (they do not reflect the essence of the tests results)

9. The references included recent publications (especially from the last two years) and are:
a) sufficient X
b) insufficient

10. Manuscript language:

a) is correct X
b) should be edited
C) is incorrect

12. Overall assessment
a) very good — submit without any amendments
b) good - submit with an amendments X
c) submit corrected paper without second review
d) submit corrected paper after second review
e) poor — unable to publish

11. To the best of my knowledge, the paper had been already published in the same or similar
form yes no X

The place for comments — especially for issues which should be supplemented and/or
corrected

O In my opinion the order of article parts need improvement. The summary part should be

before the references part.

The reviewer’ name only for Editorial Office knowledge. The names of the reviewers assisting the
editorial board will be listed in the last issue of each year and in the web.

Date....2.07.2017........... Reviewer signature
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| declare as author / co-author? of the article entitled:
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submitted for publication in Scientific Review Engineering and Environmental Sciences that:

» this paper has not been previously published or submitted for publication elsewhere,

e | wrote the paper alone / in cooperation with the other co-authors?,

e textof the paper or materials contained therein does not infringe the copyright, legal interests
and property of others,

* | declare that | am aware of the concept of "ghostwriting" and "guest authorship”, which - in
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e if the paper was prepared with other co-authors mentioned earlier, | informed them about the
conditions contained in this statement and | am authorized by all of them to sign this statement
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