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1. The abstract is very long. It is possible to rewritten with fewer words , The 

idea can be explained in precise and summarized content 
2. The Keywords must be more than 5 words  
3. Introduction is very weak. It need to reformulate . The topics of introduction 

are not covered the subject of paper 
4. Author did not mention the previous works or recent paper which have been 

published  
5. Some sentences in introduction need to clarify in details  
6. I did not know if author used bag waste or beads because the author said in 

materials section PE bag waste has been used but in other section author 
said that PE was beads  

7. The results are very weak . The topics need more detection and more 
investigations  

8. Do you author think that results of paper sufficient to give correct judgement 
about the efficiency of these bacteria  

9. The results showed that PE degradation rate using different types of bacteria 
was very slow and very low  

10. There is pictures of microscope image to show the effects of degradation 
process on PE surfaces  

11. Thee is no SEM or EDX test to show morphology of surfaces of PE besides 
the elemental composition before and after this process  

12. Most reference are out of date . It is not reasonable to depend on old 
references  

13. The degradation mechanism is not explained  
14. There are no pictures of bacteria colonies to prove and to add details to this 

work  
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 The important point is that paper language need to check again  
 The properties of materials  company name and country of origin did not 

mentioned for compounds, material and instruments  
 The figures are very few It needs to more clarification  
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