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Compulsory REVISION comments  Line 103 – Measurement of degradative activity istoo scanty. Provide details of to show that growthwas actually due to hydrocarbons and notcontaminants. How was bacterial purity assured? Seealso line 150.
 Line 146 - Need to demonstrate hydrocarbonutilization for growth.
 Lines 178-185 – Need to demonstrate that OD ofbacterial growth is actually due to growth onhydrocarbons.
 Provide results for each of the isolates tested andcompare with results of tests with bacterialcommunities so that conclusion in line 262 can befully substantiated.

Minor REVISION comments  Include Awoye, Mese and Oluwa villages in samplingsites in line 14 of Abstract.
 Lines 100 & 101 - How were screw-cappedcontainers and cellophane bags sterilized?
 Line 104 – What is BHB?
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