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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Title:  Impact Of Thermal Treatment On Anatomical And Mechanical Properties Of 
Rhicinodendron Heudelotii Wood 
 
Comments: 
 

1. The authors should end their introduction with a mini paragraph citing what the 
paper contains and what is being presented.  

2. The authors should consider adding a nomenclature to identify the parameters and 
abbreviations used throughout the paper. This will help reduce the size of the 
manuscript. 

3. The authors should show a photo or a schematic of the test specimens used 
including the dimensions.  

4. Adding a photo of the experimental set up is highly recommended.  

5. Figure 3, the authors should add titles point out to the key points of interest shown 
on the SEM images. 

6. Tables I, II and III should have the word Table I and Table II before the title.   

7. The conclusion is not very clear, it sounds like a general statement. The author’s 
should consider bullet style statements citing the accomplishments made and the 
issues that may have affected the results if any exist.  

Thank you for your comment and all the suggestions have been considered 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall the paper is in good format, upon addressing the above, it can be released for 
publication.  
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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