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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 content of the manuscript is important for the scientific community. It has scientific and broad societal impacts as oil spills affect the lives and livelihoods of affected communities.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 not comprehensive. The author talked more about the objectives and methods, and less of the results of the research. The reader should know the results/data from the abstract without hacving to read the entire manuscript. The information you provided in the abstract is not enough to make the conclusion. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction does not adequately address the subject matter. The author needs to include up-to-date information and citations. The history, current state and the application of Piliostigma reticulatum fibers should be included in the introduction. The author admitted in the last paragraph of the introduction that the method is yet to be comprehensively examined. This makes it a duty on the part of the author to give more information on the method, and back up with verifiable sources. 

If you have to use chemical symbols, it is advised that you give the full meaning the first time you use them and have the symbols in brackets, and subsequently use the symbols. For instance, NaOH. The author used NaOH for the first time on page 2, continues to use it elsewhere in the manuscript.  On page 3, there is a switch to ‘’sodium hydroxide’’ on page 3. 

The place and laboratory where the analyses were carried out should be mentioned in the methodology. The experimental set up and images of samples (Piliostigma reticulatum, crude oil) should also be included as applicable. 

The bar charts should be redrawn. No need to use exaggerated charts just to cover more space. Use simple charts. 

The location where figures 1 and 2 were taken should be included. If the images were not taken by the author, the sources should be stated. The caption of figure 2 ‘’ Crude oil contaminated waterbodies’’ does not represent the image shown. What you had shown does not represent waterbodies, and does not also give a clear picture of a contaminated site. Additionally, these figures should appear where Piliostigma reticulatum
and oil contamination is being talked about in the introduction. It has no place under the methodology. 
Other suggestions to improve on the manucript: Work on the manuscript. Expand the introduction, Make it up-to-date. Give a detailed background information. Talk about the study area. Expand the discussion. It is not adequate for the number of tables/chars that you have in the result section. Do proper interpretations, discussions, implications and compare with other results from recent works. The conclusion should provide brief overview and significance of the research. Mention the limitations. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not recent. If you must talk about recent sustainable solutions to oil spills, then the references should be used to confirm that. The author mentioned in paragraph 1 in the introduction that the traditional methods of remediation are not sustainable and thus need eco-friendly methods that are recent (paragraph 2 in the introduction). However, the references used are old and does not portray recent information. The latest reference in the manuscript is 2019. This cannot be classified as recent when discussing oil spill remediation. 

The author needs to use works that also covers from 2020 to 2026 and this should be done in details.  

	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communications. However, the author should avoid the use of long sentences. Sentences should be broken down where necessary. It is also important to avoid tautology/repetitions. For instance, ‘’So, therefore’’ as used on page 2 (last sentence in ten introduction). On page 3, there is a statement ‘’ All the following physiochemical…….’’. This should be written as ‘’The following physiochemical….’’

	

	Optional/General comments


	Work on the manuscript. Expand the introduction, Make it up-to-date. Give a detailed background information. Taka about the study area. Work on the methodology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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PART  1:   Comments    

 Reviewer’s comment    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 topic addressed is topical and very important for the scientific community. Recognised as a major  environmental problem, oil polluti on is the subject of intensive research. Furthermore, chemical and  physical decontamination methods have shown their limitations due to their cost and secondary impact on  the environment. This has led to growing interest in mechanisms for decontaminating o il - polluted water  that are geared towards environmental protection and sustainable development. This is the case with the  study proposed in this article.   

Is the title of the article suitable?   (If not please suggest an alternative title)    I propose replac ing ‘Development’ with ‘Extraction’ in the title.   

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 complete. All the parameters an alysed in this article and the results obtained are clearly  presented in the abstract.   

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write  here.  The scientific structure of the article is correct, as is the methodology adopted.   

Are the references s ufficient and recent? If you have  suggestions of additional references, please mention  them in the review form.  The years of the article references range from 2006 to 2018. It is desirable for authors to supplement or  replace some of their references with  more recent ones from between 2020 and 2026.   

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

Optional/General   comments    Overall, the article is very interesting and scientifically important. However, a few min or corrections will  need to be made to the document regarding the title and bibliographical references.   
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