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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

1. The authors claimed that total petroleum 

hydrocarbon was determined by using infra-

red spectroscopy but no figure on 

spectroscopy is presented. Only table is there 

which is not sufficient. Proper spectroscopic 

values for control and treated samples are 

needed to be incorporated. 

 

2. Although the authors claim that they have 

done statistical methods, but no standard 

deviation and standard error values are 

incorporated either in tables or in figures 

(whenever needed). Authors need to 

incorporate standard deviation/standard 

error values for figures and tables 4 and 5  

 

 

Table 6: Spectroscopic values have been 
included. 
 
 
 
 
 
This has been incorporated in Tables 3, 4, 
5, 7a and 7b. 
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There are a few typological mistakes. 

 

 

Typographical errors corrected. 
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