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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

There are deficiencies in describing the
methodology. It is stated the use of plastic and crystal
but they were used in what porpoise?

In line 52, the authors mention the addition of
organic supplement: which is its composition? Where
is taken from? Are the bacteria used for
biodegradation there? Which are the main genera of
bacteria, if identified...

How many times the experiments were repeated?
Information from tables should not be replicated in
figures, there’s no need to do it.

In order to be considered for further revision please
be more specific and provide further detail of your
work.

The results and discussion section is frugal as the
methodology.

Agreed

Minor REVISION comments

Please take a look to the English writing or seek for
professional advice, there are several errors along
the paper.

Agreed

Optional/General comments

This paper needs a lot of work, is not bad but you need to
work hard on writing and present the results in a
detailed form.

Agreed
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