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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
‘‘Introduction’’ section should be expanded with economic, commercial and 
environmental importance of PHAs. 
What is novelty of this study? 
 
You should give the novelty of the study in the end of ‘‘Introduction’’ section. 
 
What are the practical applications? 
 
‘‘Results and Discussion’’ section should be expanded with giving examples in 
literature. What do the author find new or different from other similar works? 
 
The authors should re control the References. In the references section, please 
check the publication years and possible typing errors.  
 
In the paper, please check possible typing errors.  

 
Introduction section has been expanded in the revised manuscript according 
to reviewer valuable suggestion. 
 
The novelty of the present study is that I used date palm syrup as source of 
carbon for production of PHB by bacterial strains. This novelty is incorporated 
in the revised paper.  
 
 
The practical applications of this study is searching of an alternative 
economical source of carbon for production of PHB. 
 
The results and discussion section has been expanded according to reviewer 
valuable suggestion.  
 
The References section has been formatted revised according to Journal style  
 
 
Typing errors has been addressed in the revised manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 


