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1. Two-chamber and one-chamber iron-air fuel cells were set up to investigate the effect of configurations on phosphate removal and recovery from anaerobic sludge digested (ASD) wastewater.
2. The volumetric removal rate (VRR) of phosphate of the two-chamber cell was 11.60 mg P·L−1·h−1, which was about five times of that in the one-chamber cell.
3. The total output electric power of the two-chamber fuel cell was 2.4 times that of the one-chamber fuel cell when treating 25 mL ASD wastewater (0.62 vs. 0.26 mW·h).
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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This article is a scientific study on recovering phosphate and energy from anaerobic sludge digested wastewater with iron-air fuel cells, comparing two different configurations: two-chamber and one-chamber cells. The article is well written and provides a comprehensive overview of the experiment, including materials used, experimental setup, electrochemical analysis, phosphate recovery product analysis, simulation of mineral precipitation, and chemical analysis.
The authors provide detailed information on their methods and results, which makes it easy to follow their research process and understand their findings. Furthermore, they provide evidence for their claims by citing relevant literature throughout the article as well as providing visual aids such as figures and tables to support their arguments.
The authors also discuss potential limitations in their study such as the small sample size used in the experiments and suggest further studies should be conducted to explore long term operation of two chamber fuel cells. This shows that they are aware of potential biases in their study and have taken steps to address them by suggesting further research into this area.
In conclusion, this article is reliable and trustworthy due to its comprehensive coverage of materials used, methods employed, results obtained, discussion on potential limitations in the study as well as suggestions for future research into this area.
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· Long term operation of two chamber fuel cells
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