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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

1. What type of detergent was used in the work? Be specific in the type of detergent
used. Let it be reflected in all the places you mentioned detergent including your
title.

2. “Aim should be used and not “aims” as used in your abstract.

3. The work only reflected SDS utilization and not degradation; your methodology
did not show any where SDS was degraded. Your organisms were probably utilizing
the SDS and not degrading it.

4. The last paragraph in introduction, line 50-52, was not reflected in the work.

5. Line 56, How many soil samples were collected, from how many carwash parks?
Indicate in your work.

6. Line 62, what is the composition of the minimal salt medium used? It is a broth or
an agar medium? What is the concentration of SDS supplemented?

7. Line 65, List the biochemical tests conducted.

8. How did you determine the alkylsulphatase activity? How did you measure the
guantity of enzyme produced? How did you quantify biodegrading potential of the
isolates?

Minor REVISION comments

The results are not properly discussed.

Optional/General comments
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