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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 
I would suggest that native English speaker 
should assist the authors to proof-read this 
manuscript. There are lots of grammatical 
errors in this manuscript. It lacks coherence 
and so difficult to understand. Is this paper a 
review paper or original research paper? If it is 
original research paper, it is not written in 
original research paper style. There is no 
materials and methods section. No treatments 
replication. Results section presented a referred 
Table not experimental results Table. No 
statistical method used for collected samples or 
treatments. Therefore, I recommend that this 
paper should not be published as it is. Authors 
should rewrite this paper in original research 
paper style consisting of abstract, introduction, 
materials and methods, results and discussion, 
conclusion and references. Materials and 
methods should include statistical methods used 
to analyse their results. 

Grammatical errors corrected (highlighted in the 

text). 

 
This paper can be considered as review of 
the work of project team on the 
possibilities for re-use of agricultural 
residues and municipal wastes in Bulgaria 
under the new directive for waste treatment 
in the European Community. 
 
Measurements have been made in 
accredited laboratories in Bulgaria under 
the requirements of Bulgarian standards 
and do not need statistical processing.  
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