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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? e This manuscript is very important for the 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? are recent and without discussion. For example, you can add "Composting of sugar-
] o o cane waste by-products through treatment with microorganisms and subsequent
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? vermicomposting", DOI: 10.1016/j.biortech.2010.03.111, which you can find on
o ) ResearchGate.
6. Arethereferences sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of | | propose that after these small corrections, the article can be published because it is quite
additional references, please mention in the review form. innovative in this area.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

e The abstract is well written as is the introduction. The authors also respect the
general presentation of articles recommended for their writing.

o Despite this good writing, | recommend that the authors exploit Table 1 a little more
by associating curves with it. These curves can be drawn using ORIGIN PRO or
Advance GRAPHER software. So they will be able to comment a little more on these
results.

e The bibliographic references should be increased (reach 11 or 12). These references

additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly This English language of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.

communications?

Optional/General comments
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