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	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 article is important to the scientific community because it highlights alternative ways of renewable energy generation (Biogas) as well as recycling/converting organic waste (human faces) into value-added products. The study shed more light on the anaerobic digestion (AD) process and important parameters to be considered for effective digester and bioreactor performance. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested title: Study on biogas generation potential from human faeces in Warri, Nigeria


	

	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.


	Methods and results in the abstract need to be improved; the outcome should be correlated with the days of the biogas generation from the respective digesters.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has aligned with the scientific investigation since it was derived from observations/experiments and carried out to determine the principle of the study based on facts and figures. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references, if possible, should be 30-50 or more; the references must be recent (at least 5 years back from 2026) i.e., 2022 to 2026. 


	

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


	Generally, the grammar is very okay, but minor revision is required in the abstract. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	Experimental design, inoculum source and preparation should also be stated in the materials and methods. Analysis of variance should be applied to determine the significant difference between biogas gas yield from one day to another or from one digester to another. Human faecal material should be collected under biosafety level 2 (BSL-2). 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

 Human faecal associated materials should be used under biosafety; ethical issues might be required.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There is no competing interest declared.
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	No plagiarism is suspected, but I strongly suggest to check the similarity index using Turnitin. 
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