Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Research Journal of Pure and Applied Chemistry 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IRJPAC_140106

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Characterization of the FCC catalyst for fluid catalytic cracking of atmospheric residue: application to the SORAZ FCC catalyst

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	It displays the regenerative use of FCC for the catalytic degradation of  atmospheric residue while describing its application
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It is okay
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	There is a poor presentation of abstract. The regenerative results obtained from the process was not detailed and analysed in context. The conclusion part of the abstract where it was written “Overall’ “however”, both statements are contradictory. 
Restructure the abstract with a catchy sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 It is scientifically correct and originality in the results data 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are unclear and not enough to clarify the justification of the manuscript. More insight to recent paper 10 years from now should be used in context. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	It is okay
	

	Optional/General comments

Structured manuscript
	I suggest that in the bodies of the manuscript that includes the results and discusson, that the process be explained in sentences not in bullets.
There is no adequate literature on the related studies because proper document I the introduction has not shown what has been done in the area. Meaning there is no adequate information regarding related papers and it looks unclear in context with no structure.
Accept with Major revision
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