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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 
 

 
Line 16: put a comma after capacity 
Line 32:change they to there 
Line 256: made up of  lignin, not made up lignin 
Line 257: made up of bioethanol, not made up bioethanol 
Line 265: use for instead of to 
Line 266: put a comma after species.  Use the  phrase removal of biobutanol on 
same line. 
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Ok corrected 
 
 
Ok corrected  
 
Think you for good review work and contribution 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The manuscript was a good one. Biobutanol happens to be the expected product but no 
specific analysis was carried out to ensure the product obtained was biobutanol. 
 
 
 

 
 
GCM /S was used to detect the compound produced  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Generally, the paper was a good one. Well written with detailed and segmented 
experimentation. One would have expected detailed and segmented discussion of results. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 
 

 

 


