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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

> Its interesting paper It will discover new idea in the field of bioremediation, But as
such in this form it should not be accepted, need minor improvements and would be
helpful and it should be accepted.

» Firstly, abstract need to rewrite so that | can clearly explicit. Improve language so that
it can be easily understand by readers
» The authors have thoroughly examined and explained the study. However, it still

needs to be revised to accommodate all required information for re-evaluation.

» The references are for the most part or entirely “old”, in that they are mostly five or
more years old. Please add few latest references

» Author should mentioned briefly the concluding remarks of the study.

Thank you for your valuable comment. Authors have modified the manuscript as per
your suggestion.

Minor REVISION comments

» The use of English needs to be improved throughout the paper, both to ensure that
the content can be understood by reviewers and readers, and to make the paper more
professional and of archival journal quality.

> In body paragraphs it has many mistakes as | highlighted .Please go through it.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that
art in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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