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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 
 

Line 1-2: Re-write the title. Should read “Generation and analysis of biogas from some animal and vegetable wastes. 
 
ABSTRACT: 
Line 5-10: Should be deleted 
-References are not cited in the abstract 
-The whole abstract should be re-written and must be precise. A good abstract must briefly introduce the research, 
topic, objective, methods, results obtained and conclusion. Details are usually presented in the body of the paper 
under specific sub-headings. 
 
INTRODUCTION: 
-The introduction should be enriched 
-Previously related works must be cited and current. 
-Present aims and objectives of this work and how does it differ from other previously related work done by other 
researchers? This is because many researchers have done similar work but how does your work differs with theirs? 
What contributions to the body of knowledge do you intended to impact? 
 
MATERIALS AND METHOD 
-Maintain consistency in in writing headings and sub-headings. Eg Line 53, the heading is in upper  case while Line 
35 the heading is in lower case. 
-Line 55: What quantity of vegetable waste and manure pig was collected and mixing ratio? 
Line 65-68: What is the mixing ratio? 
-What is the particle size of the chopped vegetable? 
-What is the mixing ratio of the pig manure and tap water? 
Line 69-71: What is the operating temperature of the digester? This is because it is one of the key factors in the 
production of biogas. 
Line 73: The sub-heading is not specific. Which data were you collecting? 
Line &9: Type all your equations using equation editor and number them. 
Line 95:Change the case to title case 
-Number your tables. Eg Table 1:………  
-Use lower case in the first row of the table and remove bold. 
-In row 3, cucumber was written in upper case while others in lower case. Why? Please be consistent in your table. 
Line 92: No last “s” in DISCUSSION”S” 
Line 98: remove semi column 
-The actual results obtained should be discussed here and compare to with the results by other researchers. This 
section is very important and must be written clearly. 
Line 136: Figure 2 has no title 
Line 138-139: Present the results in graphical form to observe the variation. 
Line 140: The table has no title. Eg Table 3:………. 
Line 153: References 
All references must be written in accordance with the journal format and justified to the right. Please check journal 
guidelines for Authors to re-write this section. 

Corrections done. Thank you 
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Optional/General comments 
 

  

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


