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Plz be consistent with all the NB under graphs and tables. it is best not bolded (italics may 
be used) with font size smaller than manuscript font 
Plz change all ppm in graphs, in paragraphs, sections etc to mg/L or mg/g or mg/kg 
Title is so too long i suggest "Mineral content analysis of some selected Eritrea plant wood 
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Dear Editor research was a very sound work. Technically correct. Scientifically robust. I 
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ppm replaced by mg/kg  
The word ‘traditionally’ deleted to shorten the tittle 
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Line 17: indicate kind of furnace. is it muffle? 
Line 26: remove one 
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Line 53: Add reason 
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Line 121/122: join together 
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151/152 thereafter. 
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line 151: Add "to" 
line 168: separate section from 167. 
line 172: Pluralize 
Line 184: recast 
Line 193: see line 147 
Line 274: ideal reference 
Line 300: plz recast 
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