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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The work is good, but need some corrections. 
1) In whole manuscript the author has used both the form of numerical, a number and the word 

form, like for eg. A total of two (2), within two (2) hours etc. It should be either number or a word. 
2) In the section 2.4.1 Isolation of Amylose: It is written that 100 ml volume of starch granule slurry 

was heated 65°C for 1 hr. N-butanol was added to the supernatant at a ratio of 1:3 (v/v) (100 ml 
supernatant: 300 ml N-butanol), So how it is possible that 100 ml supernatant is obtained after 
centrifugation, because some of the water is evaporated. 

3) In the same section, it is written in last fourth line that the supernatant was collected after 
centrifugation, speed time is not mentioned. The precipitate was collected after centrifugation, 
speed time is not mentioned.  

4) Hundred milligram (100 mg) of amylose or amylopectin was dispersed using 1 ml absolute 
ethanol, and 9 ml 1 M NaOH was dispensed into the solution., the line is not clear. 
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