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 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 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
This paper presented very interesting study on Algal-biomass production from Chlorella sp. 

using hot and cold water infusions of poultry droppings. 

 The reviewer recommends the publication with the following revision. 

1. There are many irregularities in English in this paper, so it should be revised 

seriously. 

2. Please Provided a high resolution figures.  

3. There are many typos error in this paper, so it should be revised seriously. 

4. Discussion part is too weak, this should be revised 

5. Conclusions must be comprehensive and not written like a report. 

6. It’s very important if you added some references of 2016-2017. 

 

 
Whole paper has been re-checked for typos and corrected as pointed. Entire 
conclusion was re-written, and new references added as well. Thank you. 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  


