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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The scientific justification includes a well-founded problem with the low biodegradability of raw lignocellulosic biomass (LB) in the anaerobic digestion (AD) process. The use of lignolytic bacteria obtained from termite guts described in the article is a new and energy-saving method with great potential for implementation in full-scale biogas plants. The study of the most important parameters affecting the co-fermentation of rice straw and manure and the results obtained could be of interest to both biotechnology researchers and anyone interested in improving anaerobic fermentation technologies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is relevant to problem and content provided in manuscript.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract correctly reflects the content of the article representing summary of the problem, methods and main results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Text of the manuscript include correct purpose of investigation, methods and discussion. However there are following issues lowering the readability and understandability of text in manuscript:
· The target of this investigation should be clearly formulated at the end of chapter “Introduction” is missed.

· The text and style of some sentences, e.g. “Biogas production Produced from the decomposition of wastes .A by-product of the cleaning up of waste from the environment” should be improved.
· The sentence “Biogas consists of 30 - 40% CO2 and 45- 75% CH4” need to be revised to provide that sum of lowest (highest) values in ranges of gas percentages (CH4 plus CO2) do not exceed value 100%;
· The sentence at the end of Introduction” The product is energy for all and a safer environment for all” should be improved as biogas (for energy) is not only product obtainable in AD process - also digestate produced in AD process represents significant source of organic fertiliser usable for substitution of artificial fertilisers and improvement of soil properties.
· In chapter “Results, there should be explanation text with mentioned number of relevant picture/table before and/or after each picture/table;

· In chapter “Results” there should ALL data point indicated in diagrams/graph, (as results should represent data points obtained in experiments) 

· There should be more than one paragraph in chapter “Conclusions” (to cover more results described in previous chapters, e.g., in “Abstract”, “Results”, “Discussion”)

· All grammar, punctuation, style issues should be fixed in manuscript. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All references existing in text are missing in Reference list and vica versa (All references existing Reference list are missing in text): 
Sun et al. 2008; Sarker et al. 2019; Girisha et al. (2017); C. Li et al. 2016; X. Liu et al. 2019, Steffen, Szolar, and Braun 1998); BoladoRodriguez
 et al. 2016; Rodriguez et al. 2016; Kor-Bicakci and Eskicioglu 2019; Ennouri et al. 2016; Amin et al. 2017; Gu et al. 2014; G. Liu et al. 2009; Sawatdeenarunat, Surendra, et al. 2015; Sawatdeenarunat, Nguyen, et al. 2016; Surendra et al. 2015; Mata-Alvarez et al. 2014 and others reference

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	English language have lot of grammar/spelling/punctuation and style issues that should be improved 
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Major revision is needed to improve the manuscript
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