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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Page.1  
“The anaerobic digestion in 10L capacity bioreactors charged with three different ratios (3L/ 520g, 3L/ 600g and 3L/ 
680g) of POME/CP and POME only (control) was operated under ambient temperature (25-36OC) and pH range of 
6.5 - 8.5 for 45 days”  
Which was the optimal temperature and pH for biogas production? 
 
Page.4 
“Digestion of the substrates under anaerobic condition was at room temperature which varied between 25OC- 36OC”  
Why did you not determine the temperature? 
I see you used it between 25OC- 36OC not 37 OC. Can you please explain more about this point? 
Page 5. in 2.3. Microbiological analysis. 
Samples for microbial analysis were collected in sterile bottles immediately after the digesters were set up. (It is 
important to describe how did you collect this bacterial samples, sources. More details about that). 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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