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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
Authors have done good work and provided valuable information 
In Abstract, provide the country name along with furniture company’s name and in line 
no-5- avoid word “waste” instead use bi-product. The units was missing for carbon 
content. 
The introduction is too small and the reference cited is very old. Recently, there is huge 
literature available on biochar. So, introduction need to improved with recent references.  
In the text, the cited reference is not uniform. In line 84- reference is cited as (Intani et al, 
2016) and again in line 88, reference is cited as (Encinar et al 2015) where comma is 
missing after et al and in line 94, it is cited as (Jung et al. 2008) 
Is there any change in carbon content  of biochar that was obtained from maple saw 
dust at different temperatures 
Muffle furnance was used in the study yet its make and model is found missing 
Crosscheck references once again  
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