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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

• Replace humidity with moisture content (i.e., at 12% 
humidity) 

• Are authors really sure that the adhesive consumption 
was 350 g/cm³? If so, weight of a cubic meter of the GLT 
would be 350.000 kg plus wood weight which is 
impossible.  

• Scientific names should be written in italics. 

• “For this comparison, the MINITAB statistical program 
was used, through means analysis of variance. For the 
verification of the hypotheses, the MINITAB program, 
ANOVA - Dunnett's subroutine, was used, with a 
significance level of.05.that is, the possibility of 
considering the hypothesis H0 as being true and this 
being false is 5%” move to method section. 

• Standard deviations should be added in Tables.  

• Ok, replaced. 
 

• Ok, corrected (350 g/m²). 
 

• Ok. 

• Ok, moved. 
 

• We do not have the standard deviation 
value for all tables, only for the most 
important ones, however, we do not believe 
it will affect the final outcome of the study. 
We will be careful to always include SD in 
future studies. 
 

Optional/General comments 
 

The authors described the contribution for a better utilization 
of the alternative tropical wood species, especially in the 
employment to the production of structural elements of glued 
laminated timber. The study is interesting as such and may 
be worth publishing after some revision and amendment. 

• Authors gave good background information in the 
Introduction section. 

• The problem statement of the study should be stated 
more clearly.  

• They should emphasize the importance of their study. 

• They should also make the differences between their 
study and other studies already published.  

• It would be better if authors summarized the primarily 
tests rather than giving too much details which made the 
paper difficult to follow. 

 
Ok 

 


