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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

The ideais well discussed in many previous works especially with the use of 1. It was observed that most bacteria isolated from contaminated
Bacillus sp. They showed more heavy metal removal % compared to the results of fluids/sludges perform better % removal than those obtained from soil
this study. The author restrict the tested conc. To 12ppm which is very low to ensure like in this case.

The efficiency of using this system for bioaccumulation * Aremonas sp. As the
authors mentioned in this study.

Also, the authors examined the bacterial cells before and after the heavy metal
accumulation and adsorption using the FT IR technique it was preferable to use the
transmission electron microscopy to study the reaction on the cell surface and the
metals ions.

Finally the author must mention directly in the conclusion which technique tested in
this study is more efficient for the heavy metal removal process

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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