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Line 112-114, please re-arrange the sentence, its ambiguous. Line 117-118, Line 131-134, 

please fix, etc. Line 136-143, please re-write it carefully.  

Answer 

The manuscript has been revised. Please refer to the manuscript in methodology section. 

 
Results & Discussion  
 

Figure 1, please be consistent on how you write the number on the legend and on the caption. 
Which one is right? Using 0.0 M or 0.1 M? Fig. 2, there is no data point for 0.1 M. Fig. 3, 
perhaps the author should highlight or circle certain structure or irregularities or pattern to help 
the reader through the discussion.  
Answer 

The manuscript has been revised. Please refer to figure 1. 

 

Bibliography/References  
Please try to include recent literature or work in the related area.  
Answer 

Recent literature has been cited. Please see the references. 



“[12]  Mahdi, H.I., Irawan, E., Nuryoto, N., Jayanudin, J., Sulistyo, H., Sediawan, W. B., & Muraza, 
O. Glycerol Carbonate Production from Biodiesel Waste Over Modified Natural 
Clinoptilolite. Waste and Biomass Valorization (7), 1349–1356, 2016.” 

 
“[13]   Nuryoto N., Sulistyo, H., Sediawan, W.B., Perdana, I. Peningkatan Unjuk Kerja Katalisator 

Zeolit Alam Bayah pada Reaksi Ketalisasi Gliserol. Reaktor, 17(1), 9-16, 2017.” 
[14] Kurniawan, T., Muraza, O., Hakeem, A.S., Al-Amer, A.M., Mechanochemical Route and 

Recrystallization Strategy to Fabricate Mordenite Nanoparticles from Natural Zeolites. 
Crystal Growth and Design (17) 3313−3320, 2017. 

“[21] Ibarra, A., Hita, I., Azkoiti, M.J., Arandes, M.J., Bilbao, J. Catalytic cracking of raw bio-oil 

under FCC unit conditions over different zeolite-based catalysts. Journal of Industrial and 

Engineering Chemistry, (78) 372-382, 2019” 

“[22] Galadima, A., and  Muraza, O. Hydrothermal liquefaction of algae and bio-oil upgrading 

into liquid fuels: Role of heterogeneous catalysts. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 

(81) 1037-1048, 2018.” 

Others  
Please refer to my comment for the editors.  
The manuscript has enough content for publication and most of the content are well written. 
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