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The original article presents the results of the research work. Of particular importance to
the article is the possibility of using agricultural waste for the treatment of oily wastewater.
The research methods used are modern and justified. The cited literature is appropriately
used both in the introduction and in the comparative analysis in the discussion. The article
is complete and understandable for perception. Conclusions are adequate.
As a control, two options were chosen: free hydrocarbon-oxidizing microorganisms and
waste water without treatment. But it is known that the majority of cellulose-containing raw
materials is also a strong adsorbent, which was the reason for the authors to choose them
as immobilizers for microorganisms. From my point of view, it would be appropriate to
consider another control where only an immobilizer is used: rice husk, etc.without
microorganisms. Then the contribution of immobilized microorganisms to the process of
purification of oily wastewater would be seen more clearly..As a control, two options were
chosen: free hydrocarbon-oxidizing microorganisms and waste water without treatment.
But it is known that the majority of cellulose-containing raw materials is also a strong
adsorbent, which was the reason for the authors to choose them as immobilizers for
microorganisms. From my point of view, it would be appropriate to consider another control
where only an immobilizer is used: rice husk, etc.without microorganisms. Then the
contribution of immobilized microorganisms to the process of purification of oily wastewater
would be seen more clearly.
The article can be recommended for publication.
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