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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 
 

This manuscript is not good enough as original research paper. I recommend to reject this 
manuscript because of data present in this manuscript is less and lack of importance data 
to confirmed that PHA was successfully synthesis from dairy sewage.    
 
 
However, I have some comments for improvement as follow: 

1. Data for confirmed that PHA has successfully synthesis should present in this 
manuscript. Only data in table 2 is not enough. Figure of colonies in agar media is 
needed.  

2. To confirmed that PHA was successfully synthesis, characterization of as-prepared 
PHA is necessary (Such as molecular weight, chemical structure or thermal 
properties) 

3. This manuscript is focus on different dairy sewage on production of PHA but no 
discussion of effect of different properties of dairy sewage on PHA production. 

Thanks for reviewing and for valuable comments.  It is preliminary study in 
further articles, extraction and characterization will be taken up. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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