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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The Abstract begins with data on the raw levels of pollutants in the wastewater
samples. A short introduction on the subject would be appropriate.

Material and Methods 2.5, please detail: “a clean plastic vessel with a suitable
dimension”

The interest of using E. fetida for bioremediation of pyrene and its derivates from
polluted habitats is very large, and there are numerous studies on this subject (even
transcriptome analysis). However, none is mentioned in the References. There are
no similar studies mentioned in Introduction and no corellations made in
Discussions.

Since a scientific background on this subject already exists, it is relevant to make
correlations with previous/similar studies.

Minor REVISION comments

Major revision.

Optional/General comments
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