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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
Introduction: Good introduction, however there is lack of flow of content and few repetitions
(Check 72 -76) compare with 81-86. Reorganize as indicated in document.
Check 48 and 49 for spacing errors.
Check 59 and delete word “obvious”

Methodology: Add standard protocol in all methods. Do not describe methods that are
standard, instead write protocol or link to the standard procedure. Describe only new or
modified procedures

Study area: Add map

Results: Give results in table or figure. Avoid using both

Analysis of results: ANOVA was not used as mentioned. Analyse the data and report
significant values or differences

Discussion: The discussion is not linked to findings because there was no data analysis to
discuss statistical significance. Discussion should be done out of analysed data.

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

Minor REVISION comments Degree sign: Do not use zero or O “O” use ° Check 140

Spacing, e.g. 154

Referencing should be consistent, Check brackets of 283, Check 317-319

Optional/General comments
The manuscript describes impact of artisanal crude oil processors on soil microorganisms. It has a
clear intent; however, it fails to address its objective as significance differences among the study
areas were not obtained and not used to describe the test points. The manuscript should be accepted
after this has been affected.

PART  2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


