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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The paper provides substantial information on the anthropogenic effects of drilling activities on the environment with special focus on heavy metal pollution and petroleum related product. The empirical evidence provided further reinforced the conviction and need to adopt a more sustainable approach to drilling activities which I believe is worth the public space.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the paper can be shortened to read “Physico-chemical analysis of fresh and spent drilling muds from selected oilfield environment”. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is satisfactory
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I have raised a couple of suggestions (as comments) on the manuscript. Most importantly on data presentation, the margin of error not accounted for in the figures and table, not appropriate. The statistical tool used to evaluate the level of significance not accounted for as well. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Formatting of the reference section is advised. More of the references are quite recent, which is commendable.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, provided the grammatical errors pointed out are corrected. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	A good piece of work and can be improved upon to communicated the information effectively
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