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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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1. What is the need to include map 1. in the article? 
2. From the description of the methodology of the experiment, it is not clear in what form exactly 
500 g of potassium was taken: potassium carbonate ܭଶܥ ଷܱor potassium chloride KCl (as stated in 
the introduction)? Needs to be clarified! 
3. The threshold (maximum or permissible) concentration of potassium has not been determined, 
the excess of which is not accompanied by an increase in the amount of biogas. What 
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