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EVALUATION

Please summarize the main findings of the study.

the main findings of the study were that:
1- using the substrate Tween 80 in the growth medium of lactobacilli can change the fatty acids composition
of the species of this bacterium.
2- tween 80 stimulates the lactobacilli growth.
3- tween 80 increases saturated fatty acids and decreases unsaturated fatty acids.

Please highlight the limitations and strengths.

The limitations lie in
1- Writing an explanation of the abbreviations along the research is not at the first appearance but after that.
2- lack the images that enhance the research
the strength lies in
1- the researchers' use of many species without being satisfied with one.
2- The researcher detailed presentation of the almost complete composition of fatty acids

Please comment on the methods, results and data interpretation. If there are any objective
errors, or if the conclusions are not supported, you should detail your concerns.

- methods are written in simple, clear way.
- The results were meticulously detailed.... Just note about the abbreviations that were not clarified
previously , and then the researcher clarifies later... It is preferable if the meaning of the abbreviation is
mentioned at its first appearance. like: St/Lb ; O/V ; U/S ; the line 163 and 164 then appeared the U/S in the
line 227 and so on... CLA in the line 230, BAME in the line 267.
also the researcher can delete the writings in lines from 203-206.
in the line 217, how could dihydrosterculic acid be used to differentiate between l> casei and L. paracasei?
the conclusion is seutible.
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