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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle 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?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to
provide additional suggestions/comments)

yes, since it follows the scientific method by identifying variables and performing
statistical analysis.

TEMPERATURE EFFECT ON BIOGAS PRODUCTION FROM CO-DIGESTION OF FOOD
WASTE, POTASH AND GATFHLE COW DUNG

although the idea is understandable, the wording is confusing.

YES

YES, IT IS INTERESTING TO OBSERVE THE POSSIBLE CHANGE IN MICROBIAL
ACTIVITY DUE TO TEMPERATURE, HOWEVER, THERE IS NO MENTION OF WHY OR ON
WHAT BASIS THIS RELATIONSHIP OF SUBSTRATE INOCULUM AND POTASH
CONCENTRATION OCCURS

IT IS SUGGESTED TO IMPROVE THE DISCUSSION THROUGH THE ADDITION OF
SPECIALIZED ARTICLES.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

THE ARTICLE CONTAINS SPELLING MISTAKES AND SENTENCES ARE NOT
UNDERSTANDABLE

Optional/General comments

IT IS AN INTERESTING WORK BUT IT IS NOT DISCUSSED AND IN THE CONLUSION A
SUMMARY OF RESULTS
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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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