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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. In this manuscript, the authors investigated the functioning of the multifunctional family oven in

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) relation to its biochar production and duration of pyrolysis. They found that the maximum
combustion temperature that initiates pyrolysis is about 800 °C and can last for 1 hour and 30

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable? minutes. Thus, this heat is valued by the cooking of different dishes in Burkina Faso. Overall, this
(If not please suggest an alternative title) work is interesting and has relevance for the local scientific community.

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 2. Yes
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6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 5. Yes
additional references, please mention in the review form.

6. Yes
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Minor REVISION comments A full check is recommended to fix some spelling / grammatical mistakes.
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments 1. Overall, the manuscript is well written and the discussions held were interesting.
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