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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	There are many studies that have certified that substrates rich in volatile fatty acids (VFAs) are ideal for PHB production.

It is important to source green plastics that do not come from petroleum and its derivatives.

It would be very interesting to continue this research and expand it. Obtaining quality bioplastics while controlling costs is a realistic goal.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is recommended: The title should be short, concise and clear. The most effective have less than 10 words and no should include abbreviations or acronyms.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract provides an overview of the work.

The abstract is of an appropriate length.

It can address questions such as: Why was the study conducted? What was done and how? What are the results? What do these findings mean and what impact do they have?

The abstract can be structured with the sections: objective, design, context, themes, results, and conclusions, or it can be unstructured, where the information is typically presented in two or three paragraphs.

The number of keywords is appropriate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure is incorrect. The titles are correct: Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results, and Conclusions. The entire text should be corrected and unified. Some text is written in Times New Roman (Titles), Times New Roman, and STIX-Regular.

It is recommended to correct word breaks, line spacing, and figures. Center the figure in the text.

It is recommended that tables fit on the page.

Abbreviations should be explained or placed in a table.

The manuscript can be considered well-formed and structured, although errors need to be corrected.

It is recommended that the corrections discussed in this review be made to ensure greater solidity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The age of the references is correct. The number of references could be considered correct. They should have the same structure as the text. It should be corrected that in some references, the author's name begins with a lowercase letter.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Typographical errors to be corrected. Spaces after periods, hyphens, separations...

As a tip, you can add a section, Analysis of the limitations of the study.
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