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Compulsory 

REVISION comments 

 

In the Abstract Methodology line no. 4 is not proper. You may correct it by “initial pH of all 

variables was maintained 7.0 by adding 10N NaOH solution.” 

Under experimental set up, how much units of bio digester are used, please specify the batch size. 

In Figure 2 caption please replace “….at various of COD: N” with “……at various ratio of COD: N”.  

Please revise lines from 172-176. 

Under Results and Discussion line no 197 you may correct it as “pH neutralization could be done 

by addition of H2SO4 and NaOH…..” 

Under Conclusion you have reported the results once again, you may emphasize the 

recommendation of this study like what are the optimal conditions you will suggest for achieving 

maximum biogas production based on this research work. 
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Ok, revised (line 80-83) 
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Ok, revised (line 216) 

 

Ok, revised (line 302-308) 
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At many stages space between two words are not there. You may correct it at the: 

1) Line no. 42:   Escalantea et al 

2) Line no. 188:   was optimal 

Ok, revised (line 43) 

Ok, revised (line 208) 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

The sufficient details of materials and methods are provided.  

The result and discussion part is based on actual data and figures reported.   

 

The findings reveal that biogas production was maximum for controlled pH conditions at 600:7 

COD: N ratio.   

These results may be utilized and explored at large industrial scale as the same may avoid 

environmental contamination by Vinasse and at the same time provide a source for renewable 

energy in the form of biogas. 

Statistical analyses are not done. It would be better if data are reported based on statistical 

analyses. 
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