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| The paper is just a collection of words in which the author advocates a linear relationship
. between g/A and AT in boiling. The author strongly objects to log-log plots for boiling
. data.

- Although I disagree with his conclusion, I would suggest that the author eliminate 99% of
his present collection of work and attempt to show us and himself a comparison of
plotting accepted boiling data on log-log and linear-linear paper and compare the two
types of equations in question. This might show us something interesting. The present
form of the paper is not at all convincing.

I recommend against its publication.



