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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript entitles “A study on isolation, screening, characterization of 
indigenous oleaginous bacteria: Evaluation of various carbon and nitrogen sources 
as substrates for single celled oil producing bacteria” focused on the cultivation of 
Rhodococcus Opacus and Gordonia Alkanivoran, meanwhile observation of 
Nitrogen sources for both microorganism. In general, the manuscript is of 
importance, however, there are some defects on the manuscript which should be 
improved by authors, such as: 

1. The abstract is not specific. Please rewrite it, especially, regarding the 
methodology. 

2. The objective of work should be mentioned clearly in manuscript. State it at 
the end of paragraph in the Introduction part.  

3. Fig. 4, Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 are not clear due to low resolution. Please upgrade 
the Figures resolution properly. 

4. The cited references are not arranged properly, especially in terms of 
references number. For example: in the line 90, it is suddenly appearance the 
cited reference.. [42], it should be ….[28]. Please arrange those properly. 

5. The Fig. 2 (B) does not appear on the manuscript. However, the Fig. 2(A) is 
available. Please check and improve it. 

6. The conclusion is not specific as well. Please rewrite it systematically. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
N.A 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

It is suggested to review manuscript critically to ensure sentences are clear without any 
grammatical errors. 
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