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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      X   
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a) are correct         X   

b) should be supplemented          
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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. 

 

Date 27042017       Reviewer signature  



 20-04-2017  
 

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. 
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a) are correct and properly described         
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c) have incorrect assumption          

d) are needless            

5. Tables and figures: 

a) are correct; have descriptions          
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 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. 
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 What is the purpose of the research used by author/s of the article?  
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