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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 
 

The result of this research is only useful/ applicable in 
Akwa Ibom State, Nigeria. 
 
It is a simple work to determine the amount of oils in 
different stations, however, research was fulfilled based 
the objective. Only some minor corrections need to be 
done. 

Thank you very much for the observation.  

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
- I suggest to bring a photo or a flow chart for 

methodology part (samples) as supplementary 
file. It will gives a clear pattern to readers about 
your work.  

 
- What you mean by “No space was allowed 

between the foil and the water samples”. The 
space would be bottle. Right? 
 

- - Line 181 is not complete. 
 

- - Line 184 no complete too…who 
determinated? 
 

-  Lines 188 & 195…[40] ?? [41]?? 
 

- References need to be double check and 
adjust based on the journal format 

Thank you very much for the observation. 
However, i have written the methodology in a 
simple  way that readers can understand  and 
follow. 
 
 
 
These corrections have been effected, thanks. 
 
 
Since the referencing method recommended in 
this journal is numbering system, the 
researchers who carried out the study are 
represented in numbers. example [29], [40], 
[41] etc. 
 
The corrections have been effected. 

Optional /General  comments   
 


