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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 
 

 
This is a worthwhile and potentially useful manuscript. However there are certain issues 
that must be corrected/clarified prior to acceptance for publication. 
[1] in Statistical Analysis of Data it is stated that "A value of p>0.05 was considered 
significant while p<0.05 was considered not significant"(.) Throughout the manuscript the 
opposite criteria were used. Please clarify. 
 
[2] in the Conclusion and Recommendation section it is stated that “Since OSD/LT with 
mixed consortium are more degradable than OSD/Seacare, its use is more preferable 
during clean-up of oil spill polluted terrestrial"(.) Precisely which Figure or Table shows that 
result? Is there a p-value indicating the statistical significance of the result? 
 
[3] MINOR: there is a Figure 5a; is there a Fig 5b? 
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