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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 
 

Introduction: 
- Lack of problem statement. 
- There is no clear study objective. 
Materials and methods: 
- How many forestry company did you sampled? Please justify 
- What types of data did you collect? There is no clear explanation on your data collected in this section. 
Consider dividing your chapter section into Study Area, Data Collection Methods, Data Analysis 
Results: 
- There is a lack of description of the results from each table. Explain the results thoroughly, including the 
significant value (refer to APA format). 
- Table 4 – What does the value under column ‘Energetic Efficiency of Wood Transport’ referring to? Is it p-value 
or f or others? Also, you made a mistake in the value (comma) 
Conclusion: 
- Conclusion should answer the study objectives. 
- Please provide the implications of your study and the results to not only your country, but also to the 
international audience 
References: 
- You use a lot of outdated references. Please update your references to at least 5 years and above 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- Several punctuations error. - Some of your sentences are too long. Make use of punctuation to make your 
sentence more understandable and easier to read. 
- Keyword: Forest management & atmospheric emissions – the keywords are not found in the main text. Do 
replace the keywords. And rearrange the keywords alphabetically. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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