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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Page 3, line 80, why the author chose specifically the 

defined mixing proportion? This should be 

mentioned in the paper. 

 

Page 6, line 123, the mentioned points should be 

defined, are these taken randomly? 

 

Page 12, line 244. A reference to table 5 should be 

mentioned in the text. 

 

Page 15, line 312, the sentence may be reformulated 

to be understood by the reader. 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The author may include a figure, which illustrate/ show 

the investigated briquettes.   

 

The author may describe shortly the sawdust from 

Piptadenia Africana and Ceiba pentandra. From which 

types of trees they come from? Economic value, etc, in 

order to justify the subject of investigation.  
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Page 8, line 167 

Page 10, line 210, 

Page 11, line 223, 

Page 13, line 270 

 

The correlation results can be easier to demonstrate with 

the help of suitable figures.  
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