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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 
 

 
This manuscript describes how to optimize the growth of Chlorella biomass 
considering its use as a biofuel. 
The work is not particularly innovative. 
More attention must be paid to the text, there are several errors, for example on 
page 2, last line, correct Mogany, 2014; Wang et al., 2008 and delete "and" 
between the two authors. 
On page 3 second paragraph, the sentence "The pH (Olguin, 2003; Griffith et 
al., 2009; Al-Safaar et al., 2016), temperature (Serra-Maia et al., 2016), salinity 
(Salama et al., 2013), and photoperiod 12:12 and 6:18 (Ogbonda et al., 2007)" 
does not hold, the verb is missing. 
Always write Chlorella in italics. 
Instead of writing that “The sodium chloride (NaCl) 2g, 3g, 4g, 5g, 6g, 7g, and 
8g, was weigh and dissolved in 100ml of the medium each”, report the% of 
NaCl. 
In the text it is written that the temperature considered in the study was 25, 30 
and 35 ° C, but in figure 3 it is 20, 30 and 35 ° C. 
Follow the same order in materials and methods and in results. 
Mention the figures in the results. 
The legends of the figures must be more explanatory, and it must be reported 
what the symbols, numbers, etc. are, for example in figure 1 indicate what RC, 
DC, RB and RA mean, in figure 4 10, 15, 20, etc. what represent, and so on. 
In the discussion the authors write that pH gives information on the absorption 
and bioavailability of available nutrients and is used to determine the amount 
of dissolved oxygen: explain how and why. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The work does not present particularly original results. 
 

 

 

http://ditdo.in/mrji
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/manuscript-withdrawal-policy


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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