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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Lines 65 to 66: what about the extra energy input into 

the system. You need to mention this as a disadvantage to 

your proposal. The overall energy balance must be 

positive otherwise you may use more energy than you 

will get from the biogas. 

Lines 102 to 103: You needed to show that the overall 

energy balance will be positive after all the heating and 

distillation of water. What is the specific energy per unit 

mass as compared to the energy obtained from additional 

biogas yield? 

Lines 201 to 203:  Conclusions must state whether the 

energy balance is positive or not? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Lines 31 to 43:  These are standard symbols 

internationally recognised and should therefore not be 

listed here. 

Line 57: The word adequate should read alternative 

Line 70: The phrase ‘High pressure’ must be properly 

defined by stating the pressure range. 

Lines 158 to 168: Insert R2 values to the equations 

developed. 
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