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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

The test description must always be such that a test can be independently repeated for
control. The oxidizing conditions are not well enough described to repeat a test by
someone else.
The temperatures are extremely low for Pyrolysis, but the carbon content just fits the
definition of biochar. The stability in the field, however, is known to be dependent on the
temperature of biochar production. The claim that biochar is stable is not compatible with
the temperature of the tests. So other claims for the use of biochar must be made, but not
the carbon storage and field stability. It is contrary to earlier proof.
The conclusions are very short and leave you with a question mark So? What have
we learnt from this work? How can the knowledge be applied? What new questions
does it raise ….etc

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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