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 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 

  

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

Determination of nitrogen and sulphur oxides produced during combustion of 
Jatropha cake bio-pettet 
 
This article provides useful information.  I recommend that it be published after 
minor changes. 
 
Page 1, line 7  The standard wording is “feedstock” not “stock feed”. 
Page 1, line 12  I prefer the word “burned” rather than “burnt”. 
Page 1, line 39, page 2, line 44, page 2, line 86, page 3 line 128, page 3, line 
133.  The term “calorific value” is an old one that was appropriate when heat 
was reported in “calories”.  Heat is now reported in “joules”.  In my opinion 
“heating value” (used by the authors on page 2, line 42 is more appropriate.  
Also see the first line in Table 1. 
 
I think the “Materials and methods” section could be re-organized.   
 
1. Begin with lines 84-86.  Eliminate the last two sentences.  In the introduction 
the authors discuss seeds and shells.  At the end of line 86, I think it would be 
appropriate for the authors to describe the methodology used to obtain the cake 
studied in this work from the Jatropa curcas plant. 
2. Then add lines 88-91, lines  93-95 and line 97 – first sentence only. 
3. Then add lines 76-80. 
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4. Then add lines 107-119. 
5. Then add lines 98-103. 
 
The first sentence in lines 151 and 152 can be removed, since this was 
discussed above. 
 
Page 3, line 111  Do the authors mean “spectrophotometrically” rather than 
“calorimetrically”? 
Page 3, line 116  I am confused.  The authors use the word “calorimetrically” 
but then mention a number that suggests a “photospectrophotometric” 
technique.  After that they describe a “gravimetric” technique.  Some 
clarification is needed. 
 
Figure 1  The increase in NOx with increasing temperature shown is well 
known to be caused by the change in thermodynamic equilibrium constant with 
increasing temperature.  The authors do not offer that as an explanation. 
 
Figure 2  The authors should offer some explanation for the decrease in SO2 at 
the two largest values of temperature in Figure 2.  At those temperatures does 
sulphur react with some species in the cake to form a solid compound that stays 
in the solid rather than enter the gas? 

Optional/General 

comments 
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