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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the dual role of endophytic bacteria in both disease suppression and plant growth promotion, particularly in rice, a staple crop with global significance. The identification and characterization of bacterial isolates effective against Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae offer promising alternatives to chemical-based disease management strategies. Furthermore, the demonstration of plant growth-promoting traits among these isolates highlights their potential application in sustainable and environmentally friendly agriculture. The findings contribute meaningfully to ongoing research in biological control and microbial plant health enhancement.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Suppression of Bacterial Leaf Blight Pathogen and Plant Growth Promotion by Rice Endophytic Bacteria"
— is generally appropriate and informative. It clearly reflects the dual focus of the study: disease suppression and plant growth promotion by endophytic bacteria.
However, for improved clarity, conciseness, and scientific appeal, you may consider a slightly revised title:

"Biocontrol of Bacterial Leaf Blight and Growth Promotion in Rice by Endophytic Bacteria"
or

"Endophytic Bacteria as Biocontrol Agents Against Bacterial Leaf Blight and Growth Promoters in Rice"
These alternatives:

· Make the subject and objective more explicit.

· Follow standard journal titling conventions.

· Use more concise phrasing without losing meaning.


	

	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.


	1. Add a clear objective sentence:

Start the abstract with a concise statement of the purpose of the study. For example:

"This study aimed to isolate and characterize endophytic bacteria from rice leaves for their potential to suppress bacterial leaf blight (BLB) and promote plant growth."

2. Clarify geographic and sample context briefly:

Mention that isolates were obtained from cultivars in Nellore and Chittoor districts of Andhra Pradesh, India.

3. Summarize key results more clearly:

Include:

· Number of isolates showing antagonistic activity.

· Mention of strongest isolates (EMP-5, EBK-3).

· Specific PGP traits evaluated (e.g., IAA, siderophore, phosphate solubilization).

4. Include a concluding sentence on significance:

"These findings highlight the potential of selected endophytic bacteria as eco-friendly biocontrol and biofertilizer agents for rice cultivation."




	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Evaluation of the Manuscript:
Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its methodology, data analysis, and interpretation of results. The research is based on well-established microbiological and plant pathology protocols for:

· Isolation and identification of endophytic bacteria

· Antagonistic activity assessment using the agar well diffusion method

· Evaluation of plant growth-promoting traits (e.g., IAA, siderophore, HCN, ammonia, enzyme production)

The study is also supported by relevant literature and uses appropriate references to justify its approaches and findings. The experimental results are clearly presented in tables and are statistically sound, using replicates and comparisons (e.g., CFU counts, halo zone measurements).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and scientifically appropriate. They include foundational studies and recent literature supporting:

· The importance of bacterial leaf blight (Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae) in rice

· Methods for endophyte isolation and evaluation

· Plant growth-promoting (PGP) traits of endophytic bacteria

· Antagonistic activity against pathogens

While the references are valid, some are slightly dated, particularly for a rapidly evolving field like microbial biocontrol. Including 1–2 more recent references (post-2019) would strengthen the discussion, particularly regarding:

· Modern applications of endophytes in sustainable agriculture
· Molecular identification or genomic analysis of plant-associated bacteria

· Updated biocontrol approaches using endophytes under field conditions


	

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


	1. Grammar and Sentence Structure:
· Several sentences are too long or awkwardly phrased, affecting readability.

· Occasional misuse or omission of articles ("the", "a"), especially in technical descriptions.

· Some verbs are incorrectly used in passive constructions.

2. Spelling and Typographical Errors:
· Minor typographical errors (e.g., inconsistent use of superscripts, spacing in "Xanthomonasoryzae").

· Non-standard abbreviations (e.g., “cfu/g” sometimes miswritten or misaligned in equations or tables).

3. Formatting Inconsistencies:
· Units (mm, °C, etc.) are not always consistently spaced.

· Section titles (e.g., "VI. Siderophore Production") are sometimes out of order or mislabeled.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important challenge in rice cultivation by exploring eco-friendly alternatives to chemical control of bacterial leaf blight. The authors have done a commendable job in isolating and characterizing endophytic bacterial strains with dual potential for disease suppression and plant growth promotion. The experimental design is robust, and the results are clearly presented and supported by relevant literature. Minor revisions in language, figure clarity, and integration of recent references will further strengthen the manuscript. Overall, the study makes a valuable contribution to the field of biological control and sustainable agriculture.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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