
J Biochem Technol (2022) 13(2): 40-45 

https://doi.org/10.51847/dTb7rBmjNO 

ISSN: 0974-2328 
 

 

 

 
 
© 2022 Journal of Biochemical Technology. Open Access - This article is under the CC BY license https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).    

 

Microalgae as a Source of Biopolymer - A Comprehensive Review 

 
Aluru Ranganadhareddy* 

 
Received: 16 March 2022 / Received in revised form: 03 June 2022, Accepted: 05 June 2022, Published online: 11 June 2022 

© Biochemical Technology Society 2014-2022 

© Sevas Educational Society 2008 

 

Abstract 

The growth in overall demand for plastic materials has given rise 

to the manufacture and utilization of plastic articles throughout 

the world. This has led to extreme waste production, negatively 

influencing terrestrial and marine life. Microplastics lead to the 

endangerment of health. Therefore, plastic decomposition is a 

difficult task. Chemical treatments, recycling, carbonizing, and 

landfills aren’t ideal solutions for lowering plastic pollution. As a 

result of this, there is a need to research and identify alternatives 

that decompose much more rapidly like biodegradable plastics 

when compared to synthetic plastics. Biodegradable plastic can 

be produced by algae which contain polysaccharides. Microalgae 

process a huge amount of lipids, proteins, and carbohydrates 

which are significant substances in the formation of biopolymers. 

Owing to their high growth rate and volume, they can be 

cultivated in wastewater. This review examines the capability of 

microalgae to produce biodegradable plastic and its economic 

possibility. Each of the latest sustainable methods has been 

considered in this article: plastic biodegradation and bioplastic 

production using microalgae. 
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Introduction  

Currently, the annual bioplastic production around the world is 

1%. In the past few years, the production of plastic-based 

materials has increased by over 368 million metric tons (Rajpoot 

et al., 2022). Every year, approximately 8 million tons of plastic 

waste aredumped into oceans, jeopardizing the current waste 

management infrastructure (Cywar et al., 2022). Due to their 

insolubility, synthetic plastics lead to waste collection in landfills 

thereby threatening the environment. Therefore, numerous 

analyses have been carried out to enable the production of 

biodegradable plastic from green, brown, and red algae because 

of their rapid decomposition potential (Thiruchelvi et al., 2021). 

Microalgae contain renewable biomass such as starch, protein, 

cellulose, hemicellulose, and lignin which may be used to induce 

quality bioplastic (Do Val Siqueira et al., 2021). Biodegradable 

plastic can help in reducing pollution due to its rapid 

decomposition thereby reducing expenditure on eliminating 

mishandled plastic waste (Ranganadhareddy, 2022). Possessing 

myriad characteristics, bioplastic materials can be categorized 

based on two factors: biodegradable or non-biodegradable/bio-

based or fossil-based.  

Biodegradable Plastic 

Plastics are bio-based, biodegradable, and are obtained from 

renewable natural resources which indicate the property of 

biodegradation. Examples include thermoplastic starch, 

polyhydroxyalkanoate (PHA), polylacticacid (PLA), and 

Polybutylene succinate (PBS) (Jaffur et al., 2021). Usually, PHAs 

are made from bacteria that primarily consist of sugar or lipids as 

the intracellular product. About 250 different microorganisms are 

employed in the production of PHA (Mosca et al., 2020; Wei et 

al., 2020). In this process, bioplastics occur during the destruction 

of bacteria, specifically when separated from the microcells. 

Likewise, polyhydroxyalkanoate (PHAs) consist of a fine 

shielding property helpful in providing a satisfactory variety of 

biological applications as shown in Figure 1. PHAs are 

biodegradable in water and soil (Sid et al., 2021). They also have 

printability to oil and grease up to 120oC as well as high 

resistance (Nazareth et al., 2019). In polyhydroxyalkanoates, 

biodegradability is associated with the structure of the polymer as 

shown in Polycaprolactone (PCL) with a low melting point 

(60oC) is biodegradable polyester. It is used in a wide variety of 

biological applications such as surgical structures (Chen & 

Zhang, 2018). 

 

 
Figure 1. Structure of Polyhydroxyalkanoates with R1 and R2 

are alkyl groups (C-C) (Ranganadhareddy, 2022) 

 

Non-Biodegradable Plastic 

Some bioplastics are non-biodegradable and hence pose a waste 

management issue (Meenakshi et al., 2022). Examples of bio-

based or partially bio-based non-biodegradable plastics include 

Bio-poly-ethylene (Bio-PE), Bio-poly-propylene (Bio-PP), Poly-

trimethylene-terephthalate (PTT), and Poly-ethylene-

terephthalate (PET). Manufactured from renewable natural 

resources like biomass and bioethanol, they may lack 
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biodegradability (Ranganadha et al., 2020; Van Roijen & Miller, 

2022). These reckon for 40% of bioplastic manufacturing 

capacity in the world or around 0.8 million tons. Poly-ethylene-

furoate (PEF), which is similar to poly-ethylene-terephthalate 

(PET), is bio-based and also consists of good shielding qualities, 

rendering it perfect for the making of bottles for beverages (Haas 

et al., 2022). 

Pathway for the Synthesis of Polyhydroxyalkanoates 

PHB, the most common homopolymer among PHAs, has been 

widely studied concerning a variety of bacteria. The use of 

glucose for the production of PHA is the most prevalent pathway 

in bacteria. This process leads to the production of acetyl-CoA 

and NADPH via glycolysis and the pentose phosphate pathway. 

Further, the enzyme, β-ketothiolase (PhaA) is used to convert 

acetyl-CoA into acetoacetyl-CoA. In the following step, the 

NADPH serves as a cofactor for the acetoacetyl-CoA 

dehydrogenase enzyme (PhaB) to reduce it to 3-hydroxybutyryl-

CoA. P (3HB) polymerase (PhaC) catalyzes the final step in the 

synthesis of PHB, which occurs when the 3-hydroxybutyryl-CoA 

polymerizes into PHB (Mohapatra et al., 2017). In addition, 

increasing the ratio of NADPH to NADP+ boosts the production 

of PHA (Alsiyabi et al., 2021). Three main pathways for 

microbial PHA synthesis have been revealed through studies 

involving the biosynthesis of PHA. Three enzymes, PHA 

synthase, β-ketothiolase, and NADPH dependent acetoacetyl-

CoAreductase are mainly involved in the governing of Pathway I 

of the biosynthesis of PHA. phaC, phaA, and phaB, respectively, 

encode theseenzymes (Syahirah et al., 2020). It was reported that 

Ralstonia eutropha follows this pathway for the PHA synthesis. 

Microorganisms utilize fatty acids as part of Pathway II of PHA 

synthesis (Costa et al., 2018). PHA monomers are synthesized 

from acyl-CoA produced following fatty acid β-oxidation. 

Enzymes involved in this pathway include epimerase, 3-ketoacyl-

CoA, acyl-CoA oxidase (putative), and (R)-enoyl-CoA 

hydratase/enoyl-CoA hydrataseI. The 3-hydroxyacyl-

CoAmoleculefunctionsas a precursor molecule for the synthesis 

of PHA. Numerous microorganisms such as P. aeruginosa, 

Aeromonas hydrophila, and Pseudomonas putida synthesize 

MCL-PHAs. Two key enzymes, malonyl-CoA-ACP transacylase 

(FabD) and 3-hydroxyacyl-ACP-CoA transferase (PhaG) are 

required for the pathway III for the synthesis of PHA. 3-

hydroxyacyl-ACP, from which 3-hydroxyacyl-CoA is then 

formed, is the precursor supplied by these enzymes. PHA 

synthase then catalyzes the process of synthesizing PHA Figure 2 

(Zhang et al., 2020). 

 

 

Figure 2. Biosynthetic pathway of Polyhydroxtbutyratye in microbes (Ranganadha et al., 2021) 

 

Bioplastic Sources 

Agricultural Crops 

Bioplastics are made from proteins, polysaccharides, and other 

carbon sources (Haas et al., 2022). Thermoplastic starch is the 

most extensively utilized bioplastic is thermoplastic starch, 

prepared either by modifying starch using hydrophilic 

plasticizers or by microbial fermentation and enzymatic 

saccharification. Nonetheless, plasticizers use starch-based 

bioplastics which are retained for long period and further 

recrystallize and cause mechanical characteristics to inhibit 

degradation. To solve this, nanocomposites created from 

starch-based bioplastics can be added to nanoparticles for 

usage in components of automobiles, materials utilized in 

packaging, and pharmaceutical delivery (Mukherjee et al., 

2019). By using a variety of terrestrial crops, starch is derived 

frequently. For the formation of bioplastic sheets, cassava 

starch was altered with glycerol, distilled water, and vinegar. 

Coconut husk fibers are also used to support cassava starch 

obtained bioplastics (Ozdamar & Murat, 2018). Tapioca starch 

will make excellent, elastic, and tough bioplastic, whereas 

starch derived from potato has traits of affluence and drying 

capacity. Bioplastics can also be made from proteins like 

wheat gluten. Due to bacterial sugar absorption, sugarcane can 

also be used to make bioplastics (Ranganadha et al., 2020). 

Likewise, oil can be used for bioplastic synthesis as it is a 

useful carbon source.  
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Wastewater Sources 

Wastewater, which consists of high salts and organic content, 

acts as a beneficial reserve that may be used for a diversity of 

schemes and aspirations (Zhou et al., 2019). From two-stage 

processing comprising anaerobic fermentation and aerobic 

conversion using municipal wastewater, 

polyhydroxyalkanoates are formed. Also by wastewater 

treatment, PHBs may be produced by thermal cracking. Starch-

based bioplastic is formed from the potato processing sector of 

wastewater (Hatti-Kaul et al., 2020). Wood mill effluents and 

municipal sewage sludge are both wastewaters that have been 

scrutinized for bioplastic manufacture. 

Organic Waste Sources 

Food processing waste is an important advantage of 

bioplastics. Vegetable wastes are used to produce creative 

bioplastic films and agriculture wastes for starch or cellulose-

based bioplastics (Jha & Kumar, 2019). Bioplastics can be 

formed with the help of various sources like rice bran, Kraft 

lignin extraction, and also microcrystalline cellulose extracted 

from the seeds of avocado, jackfruit, and peels of cassava 

(Othman et al., 2021). There are two available choices for 

biodegradable plastic film manufacturing, namely cocoa pod 

husk and sugarcane bagasse (Ranganadhareddy, 2022).  

Algae-Based Sources 

Microalgae can be used as biomass for the manufacture of 

bioplastics and their cells are used for the extraction of starch 

and PHBs as shown in Figure 3 (Ranganadha et al., 2021). 

Chlorella and spirulina play a major role in microalgae. Under 

the observation of an SEM microscope, they exhibit tiny cells, 

less than 50mm overall (Zhang et al., 2019). The tiny cells 

enhance matrix dispersion, blending with poly olefins, making 

this microalgal biomass optimal for fiber and film applications 

where minute particle size is a major necessity. Therefore, 

spirulina and chlorella show greater delta and modulus values 

than those containing 80%-100% polyethylene samples. At 

50%-65% polyethylene, spirulina has superior qualities 

tochlorella owing to its hydrophobic, nonpolar amino acids and 

sustaining interaction with polyethylene and chlorella. 

Chlorella performs great in 20%, 35%, and 80% concentrations 

of polyethylene as small percentages can blend easily in a 

separate phase. So chlorella has stronger bioplastic properties 

and spirulina is good at blends (Di Caprio et al., 2020). 

Spirulina platens can also be used to fashion another highly 

biodegradable bioplastic. Nannochloropsis and Phaeodactylum 

tricornutum are additional microalgae or cyanobacteria used in 

the production of bioplastics (Abdo & Ali, 2019). 

 

 
Figure 3. Algae conversion to bioplastic (Rajpoot et al., 2022) 

 

Polyhydroxyalkanoates 

Microorganisms generated by polyhydroxyalkanoates are 

environmentally friendly and consist of properties 

corresponding to petrochemical polymers (Ranganadha & 

Chandrasekhar, 2021). Biopolymers are formed as a result of 

nitrogen deficit. Including PHA biopolymers, Synechococcus 

subsalsus and spirulina produce approximately 14-18 carbon 

chains. However, chlorella minutissima is unable to produce 

PHA biopolymers due to a lack of nitrogen. Microbial and 

culture strains changed the monomer makeup (Reddy et al., 

2017). These are linear polyesters made from sugar or lipid 

fermentation by bacteria. A mixed-integer nonlinear 

programming approach had been created to improve PHA 

plant conformation. This approach raises the plant's net values 

and aids in discovering suitable growing conditions (Kartik et 

al., 2021). It also provides alternatives for biopolymer 

extraction from cells and also a method for unsheathing the 

number of biopolymers. 

Production of Biopolymers from Algae Biomass 

Algal biomass can be converted into biopolymers using three 

methods. Natural biopolymers are produced by cell factories 

within microalgal biomass (1st route), biopolymeric products are 

produced by fermenting microalgal biomass with microorganisms 

(2nd route), and composite microalgal biopolymers are produced 

by mixing microalgal biomass with some additives (3rd route) 

(Khan et al., 2022). Using a source of light during 

photosynthesis, to create polymers inside the algal biomass is the 

first route. Microalgae require only a little amount of nutrition, 

rendering them ideal for biopolymer production. Changes in light 

intensity and frequency can induce the buildup of specific 

chemical compounds (Costa et al., 2019). Adjusting the exposure 

time and intensity could result in more biopolymer production. 

However, UV irradiation can be utilized to synthesize 
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biopolymers in an effortless and environmentally friendly method 

and gamma irradiation has been demonstrated to improve 

material qualities in recent years. Free radicals, produced by UV 

radiation, react with starch to generate cross-linked chains. 

Therefore, UV could be employed to produce and construct 

biopolymers with appropriate properties. The fermentation 

process is included in the second path. During the fermentation 

process, algae-producing enzymes convert bio-mass into bio-

products comprising biopolymers (Ananthi et al., 2021). Before 

the fermentation process, recent research concentrated on the 

extraction of important proteins, carbohydrates, and lipids and the 

fragmentation of algal biomass. A study presented a novel 

subcritical hydrothermal process for breaking down algal biomass 

with water and subsequently, fermented to form 

polyhydroxyalkanoates. The third approach is used to create 

algae-polymer mixtures. Compression is the most common 

method for creating bio-composites, which entails compressing of 

retaining microalgae and additives in a mold (Kardile & Shirsat, 

2020; Choi et al., 2022). Another frequently used process is 

solvent casting. In this, microalgae and additives are dissolved in 

a solvent and dried on surfaces to make films. PVA-algae is 

produced through this approach. 

Applications 

Food Packaging 

The food industry is particularly concerned about pitfalls in 

packaging these days and is also always overseeing the 

requirements and grades of food processing around the world. 

The food industry's essential requirements of long-term 

sustainability and quality depend on the development of novel 

bioplastic-based packaging. Bioplastics that are easily 

compostable or degradable have the potential to fulfill the need 

for high-quality storage and also low-cost packaging with 

minimal impact on the environment, ease of actualization, and 

low restraint (Mostafavi & Zaeim, 2020). Oxygen 

permeability, moisture, and mechanical qualities are all 

important characteristics offood packaging. Two of the most 

prevalent needs for food packaging are water and oxygen 

protection. 

Biomedical Applications 

Polymers can be used for a wide range of medical and 

biological applications (Lippi & Plebani, 2020; Juliana et al., 

2021). In the biomedical field, advances in biodegradable 

polymers have led to the fruition of drug delivery systems and 

devices for tissue engineering. The diameter of the perforations 

in these membranes ranges from 60 to 300 mm. 

Nanocelluloses and their composites are heavily used in the 

research of bioplastics for the manufacturing of medical 

implants (Rol et al., 2019). 

3D Printing 

In contemporary studies, 3D printing and magnetically 

sensitive nanocellulose-based materials have been produced. 

Because of their biocompatibility, polyhydroxyalkanoates are 

also suitable for application in the medical fields such as in the 

detection of cancer, post-surgical ulcer therapy, bone tissue 

engineering, wound healing dressings, artificial blood arteries, 

heart valves, and so on (Reddy et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2022). 

Conclusion 

Bioplastics derived from microalgal biomass can help address 

plastic concerns, expand the market for bioplastics, and 

contributeto environmental sustainability. This study looked into 

the current condition of the synthesis of bioplastics from 

microalgae resources. The sources, analyses, manufacture, 

implementation, and sustainability of bioplastics had been 

examined to define the field. Production of bioplastics without 

any need for chemical extraction is the optimal approach. 

However, the majority of microalgae biomass needs chemical 

treatment to transform it into bioplastic, leaving chemical waste 

behind. Nevertheless, green technologies can be used to make 

these bioplastics, but further improvement is necessary to 

optimize the downstream process of manufacturing microalgae 

bioplastics namely processing time, quality, cost and applications. 

Furthermore, to increase the mechanical properties of microalgal 

biomass, several additional biomaterials can also be employed as 

additives. The most common algae species used in the 

manufacture of bioplastics and plastic blends are chlorella and 

spirulina. To solve the economic viability concerns inhibiting the 

widespread usage of microalgae-based bioplastics up for sale, 

further research into microalgae-based bioplastic manufacturing 

processes is required. 

Acknowledgments: None 

Conflict of interest: None 

Financial support: None 

Ethics statement: None 

References 

Abdo, S. M., & Ali, G. H. (2019). Analysis of 

polyhydroxybutrate and bioplastic production from 

microalgae. Bulletin of the National Research 

Centre, 43(1), 1-4. doi:10.1186/s42269-019-0135-5 

Alsiyabi, A., Brown, B., Immethun, C., Long, D., Wilkins, M., & 

Saha, R. (2021). Synergistic experimental and 

computational approach identifies novel strategies for 

polyhydroxybutyrate overproduction. Metabolic 

Engineering, 68, 1-13. doi:10.1016/j.ymben.2021.08.008 

Ananthi, V., Balaji, P., Sindhu, R., Kim, S. H., Pugazhendhi, A., 

& Arun, A. (2021). A critical review on different 

harvesting techniques for algal based biodiesel 

production. Science of The Total Environment, 780, 

146467. doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.146467 

Chen, G. Q., & Zhang, J. (2018). Microbial 

polyhydroxyalkanoates as medical implant 

biomaterials. Artificial Cells, Nanomedicine, and 

Biotechnology, 46(1), 1-18. 

doi:10.1080/21691401.2017.1371185 

Chen, X., Yang, J., Shen, M., Chen, Y., Yu, Q., & Xie, J. (2022). 

Structure, function and advance application of microwave-



J Biochem Technol (2022) 13(2): 40-45                                                                                                                                                        44 
 

 

treated polysaccharide: A review. Trends in Food Science 

& Technology.123, 198-209. doi:10.1016/j.tifs.2022.03.016 

Choi, H. I., Sung, Y. J., Hong, M. E., Han, J., Min, B. K., & Sim, 

S. J. (2021). Reconsidering the potential of direct 

microalgal biomass utilization as end-products: A 

review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 

111930. doi:10.1016/j.rser.2021.111930 

Costa, J. A. V., Moreira, J. B., Lucas, B. F., Braga, V. D. S., 

Cassuriaga, A. P. A., & Morais, M. G. D. (2018). Recent 

advances and future perspectives of PHB production by 

cyanobacteria. Industrial Biotechnology, 14(5), 249-256. 

doi:10.1089/ind.2018.0017 

Costa, S. S., Miranda, A. L., de Morais, M. G., Costa, J., & 

Druzian, J. I. (2019). Microalgae as source of 

polyhydroxyalkanoates (PHAs) - A review. International 

Journal of Biological Macromolecules, 131, 536-547. 

doi:10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2019.03.099 

Cywar, R. M., Rorrer, N. A., Hoyt, C. B., Beckham, G. T., & 

Chen, E. Y. X. (2022). Bio-based polymers with 

performance-advantaged properties. Nature Reviews 

Materials, 7(2), 83-103. doi:10.1038/s41578-021-00363-3 

Di Caprio, F., Altimari, P., & Pagnanelli, F. (2020). New 

strategies enhancing feasibility of microalgal cultivations. 

In Studies in Surface Science and Catalysis (Vol. 179, pp. 

287-316). Elsevier. doi:10.1016/B978-0-444-64337-

7.00016-1 

do Val Siqueira, L., Arias, C. I. L. F., Maniglia, B. C., & Tadini, 

C. C. (2021). Starch-based biodegradable plastics: Methods 

of production, challenges and future perspectives. Current 

Opinion in Food Science, 38, 122-130. 

doi:10.1016/j.cofs.2020.10.020 

Haas, V., Wenger, J., Ranacher, L., Guigo, N., Sousa, A. F., & 

Stern, T. (2022). Developing future visions for bio-plastics 

substituting PET–A backcasting approach. Sustainable 

Production and Consumption, 31, 370-383. 

doi:10.1016/j.spc.2022.02.019 

Hatti-Kaul, R., Nilsson, L. J., Zhang, B., Rehnberg, N., & 

Lundmark, S. (2020). Designing biobased recyclable 

polymers for plastics. Trends in Biotechnology, 38(1), 50-

67. doi:10.1016/j.tibtech.2019.04.011 

Jaffur, N., Jeetah, P., & Kumar, G. (2021). A review on enzymes 

and pathways for manufacturing polyhydroxybutyrate from 

lignocellulosic materials. 3 Biotech, 11(11), 1-24. 

doi:10.1007/s13205-021-03009-x 

Jha, A., & Kumar, A. (2019). Biobased technologies for the 

efficient extraction of biopolymers from waste 

biomass. Bioprocess and Biosystems Engineering, 42(12), 

1893-1901. 

Juliana, B. S., João, R. P., Bruno, C. M., Maria, A. M. R., & 

Filomena, F. (2021). Microbial production of medium-

chain length polyhydroxyalkanoates. Process 

Biochemistry, 102, 393-407. 

doi:10.1016/j.procbio.2021.01.020 

Kardile, D., & Shirsat, M. (2020). Synthesis and in vitro 

evaluation of coupled mercaptobenzimidazole derivatives 

used as a potent biological agent. International Journal of 

Pharmaceutical and Phytopharmacological 

Research, 10(1), 127-133. 

Kartik, A., Akhil, D., Lakshmi, D., Gopinath, K. P., Arun, J., 

Sivaramakrishnan, R., & Pugazhendhi, A. (2021). A 

critical review on production of biopolymers from algae 

biomass and their applications. Bioresource 

Technology, 329, 124868. 

doi:10.1016/j.biortech.2021.124868 

Khan, M. J., Singh, N., Mishra, S., Ahirwar, A., Bast, F., Varjani, 

S., Schoefs, B., Marchand, J., Rajendran, K., Banu, J. R., et 

al. (2022). Impact of light on microalgal photosynthetic 

microbial fuel cells and removal of pollutants by 

nanoadsorbent biopolymers: updates, challenges and 

innovations. Chemosphere, 288, 132589. 

doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2021.132589 

Lippi, G., & Plebani, M. (2020). Integrated diagnostics: the future 

of laboratory medicine?. Biochemia Medica, 30(1), 18-30. 

doi:10.11613/BM.2020.010501 

Meenakshi, S., Trilokesh, C., Gayathri, G., Uppuluri, K. B., & 

Kaleekkal, N. J. (2022). Direct entrapment and statistical 

optimization of cellulolytic enzymes on PVDF membranes 

for the hydrolysis of corncob lignocelluloses. Journal of 

Molecular Liquids, 346, 117087. 

doi:10.1016/j.molliq.2021.117087 

Mohapatra, S., Maity, S., Dash, H., Das, S., & Pattnaik, S., Rath, 

C. C., & Samantaray, D. P. (2017). Bacillus and 

biopolymer: prospects and challenges. Biochemistry and 

Biophysics Reports, 12, 206-213. 

doi:10.1016/j.bbrep.2017.10.001 

Mosca, A., Dalfino, L., Romanelli, F., Stolfa, S., Prete, R. D., & 

Santacroce, L. (2020). Effectiveness of colistin with 

rifampicin and meropenem against colistin-resistant 

Acinetobacter baumannii strains: An in vitro 

study. Pharmacophore, 11(2), 1-6. 

Mostafavi, F. S., & Zaeim, D. (2020). Agar-based edible films for 

food packaging applications-A review. International 

Journal of Biological Macromolecules, 159, 1165-1176. 

doi:10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2020.05.123 

Mukherjee, A., Knoch, S., Chouinard, G., Tavares, J. R., & 

Dumont, M. J. (2019). Use of bio-based polymers in 

agricultural exclusion nets: A perspective. Biosystems 

Engineering, 180, 121-145. 

doi:10.1016/j.biosystemseng.2019.01.017 

Nazareth, M., Marques, M., Leite, M., & Castro, Í. B. (2019). 

Commercial plastics claiming biodegradable status: Is this 

also accurate for marine environments?. Journal of 

Hazardous Materials, 366, 714-722. 

doi:10.1016/j.jhazmat.2018.12.052 

Othman, N. A., Adam, F., & Yasin, N. H. M. (2021). Reinforced 

bioplastic film at different microcrystalline cellulose 

concentration. Materials Today: Proceedings, 41, 77-82. 

doi:10.1016/j.matpr.2020.11.1010 

Özdamar, E. G., & Murat, A. T. E. Ş. (2018). Rethinking 

sustainability: A research on starch based 

bioplastic. Journal of Sustainable Construction Materials 

and Technologies, 3(3), 249-260. 

Rajpoot, A. S., Choudhary, T., Chelladurai, H., Verma, T. N., & 

Shende, V. (2022). A comprehensive review on bioplastic 

production from microalgae. Materials Today: 

Proceedings, 56, 171-178. 

doi:10.1016/j.matpr.2022.01.060 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13205-021-03009-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2021.01.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2021.124868
https://doi.org/10.11613/BM.2020.010501


45                                                                                                                                                        J Biochem Technol (2022) 13(2): 40-45 
 

 

Ranganadha, A. R., & Chandrasekhar, Ch. (2021). Production of 

Polyhydroxtbutyratye from marine source- A Review. 

Indian Journal of Ecology, 48(6), 1829-1836. 

Ranganadha, A. R., Sravani, K., Sanjana, N., & Chandrasekhar, 

Ch. (2021). Production of biopolymer from bacteria - A 

review. Environmental and Earth Sciences Research 

Journal, 8(2), 91-96. doi:10.18280/eesrj.080205 

Ranganadha, R. A., Vidyaprabhakar, K., Venkateswarulu, T. C., 

Krupanidhi, S., Nazneen Bobby, Md., Abraham, P. K., 

Sudhakar, P., & Vijetha, P. (2020). Statistical optimization 

of Polyhydroxtbutyratye (PHB) production by novel 

Acinetobacternosocomialis RR20 strain using Response 

Surface Methodology. Current Trends in Biotechnology 

and Pharmacy, 14(1), 62-69.  

Ranganadhareddy, A. (2022). A Review on Production of 

Polyhydroxyalkanoates in Microorganisms. Journal: 

Journal of Biochemical Technology, 13(1), 1-6. 

doi:10.51847/Uo3EEbmgID 

Reddy, A. R., Krupanidhi, S., Venkateswarulu, T. C., Kumar, R. 

B., Sudhakar, P., & Prabhakar, K. V. (2019). Molecular 

characterization of a biopolymer producing bacterium 

isolated from sewage sample. Current Trends in 

Biotechnology and Pharmacy, 13(3), 325-335. 

Reddy, A. R., Kumar, R. B., & Prabhakar, K. V. (2017). Isolation 

and Identification of PolyHydroxyButyrate (PHB) 

producing bacteria from Sewage sample. Research Journal 

of Pharmacy and Technology, 10, 1065-1069. 

doi:10.5958/0974-360X.2017.00193.7 

Rol, F., Belgacem, M. N., Gandini, A., & Bras, J. (2019). Recent 

advances in surface-modified cellulose 

nanofibrils. Progress in Polymer Science, 88, 241-264. 

doi:10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2018.09.002 

Sid, S., Mor, R. S., Kishore, A., & Sharanagat, V. S. (2021). Bio-

sourced polymers as alternatives to conventional food 

packaging materials: A review. Trends in Food Science & 

Technology, 115, 87-104. doi:10.1016/j.tifs.2021.06.026 

Syahirah, W. N., Azami, N. A., Huong, K. H., & Amirul, A. A. 

(2021). Preparation, characterization and biodegradation of 

blend films of poly (3-hydroxybutyrate-co-3-

hydroxyvalerate) with natural biopolymers. Polymer 

Bulletin, 78(7), 3973-3993. doi:10.1007/s00289-020-

03286-1 

Thiruchelvi, R., Das, A., & Sikdar, E. (2021). Bioplastics as 

better alternative to petro plastic. Materials Today: 

Proceedings, 37, 1634-1639. 

doi:10.1016/j.matpr.2020.07.176 

Van Roijen, E. C., & Miller, S. A. (2022). A review of bioplastics 

at end-of-life: Linking experimental biodegradation studies 

and life cycle impact assessments. Resources, 

Conservation and Recycling, 181, 106236. 

doi:10.1016/j.resconrec.2022.106236 

Wei, H., Zhang, R., Wang, L., Li, D., Hang, F., & Liu, J. (2020). 

Expression of D-psicose-3-epimerase from Clostridium 

bolteae and Dorea sp. and whole-cell production of D-

psicose in Bacillus subtilis. Annals of Microbiology, 70(1), 

1-8. doi:10.1186/s13213-020-01548-x 

Zhang, C., Show, P. L., & Ho, S. H. (2019). Progress and 

perspective on algal plastics–a critical review. Bioresource 

Technology, 289, 121700. 

Zhang, X., Lin, Y., Wu, Q., Wang, Y., & Chen, G. Q. (2020). 

Synthetic biology and genome-editing tools for improving 

PHA metabolic engineering. Trends in 

Biotechnology, 38(7), 689-700. 

doi:10.1016/j.tibtech.2019.10.006 

Zhou, Y., Stanchev, P., Katsou, E., Awad, S., & Fan, M. (2019). 

A circular economy use of recovered sludge cellulose in 

wood plastic composite production: Recycling and eco-

efficiency assessment. Waste Management, 99, 42-48. 

doi:10.1016/j.wasman.2019.08.037 

 

 


