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	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.


	By offering a scalable, open-access, and reasonably priced method for producing Taq DNA polymerase, this manuscript makes a substantial contribution to the scientific community. The study provides an approachable substitute for proprietary systems by reusing the popular pBluescript SK(+) cloning vector for protein production and doing away with the requirement for affinity chromatography.
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