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Review Form 1.7

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 The manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides valuable information on the

combustion characteristics of densified biomass fuels from agricultural and domestic wastes.

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) The title of the article, "Determination of Combustion Characteristics of Densified Biomass Fuels
from Agricultural and Domestic Wastes," is suitable for the content of the manuscript.

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title) The abstract of the article provides a comprehensive overview of the research conducted on the
combustion characteristics of densified biomass fuels from agricultural and domestic wastes.

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

The provided sources do not contain specific information about the subsections and structure of the

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? manuscript.

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Reference are Sufficient

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments The text of the manuscript contains a few numbers of typographical & grammatical errors which

should be thoroughly checked and apply required corrections

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

Optional/General comments e Furthermore, the introduction is not well composed the fact that such an important. Tweak
the introduction section by clearly mentioning the research gap and introducing the problem
well.

e The review of the literature is not thorough so the reader is not given an adequate
background about the topic.

e Make sure all abbreviations are properly explained the first time they are mentioner

o Reference not cited properly in the manuscript

e Figures and tables are not cited properly in the text

o More detailed description of your method and materials is needed to better understand your
work, methodology and findings

PART 2:

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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