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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.


	The manuscript includes:

a. the microbial diversity of the rhizosphere and rhizoplane of Calopogonium mucunoides, an important leguminous plant known for its soil-enriching properties. 

b. By identifying and characterizing both bacterial and fungal communities from different ecological niches within the University of Calabar, the study contributes valuable data on plant-microbe interactions,  essential for sustainable agriculture, bioremediation, and soil health management. 
c. The findings also highlight the biotechnological potential of microbes for future applications in environmental and pharmaceutical research. 
	

	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 of the article is informative. Clearly states the aim of the study and Summarizes the methodology and key results.Mentions the microbial species identified and Indicates the significance of the findings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically correct, particularly in its objectives, methodology, and foundational microbiology. Improvements can be done to meet the standards of scientific rigor, clarity, and accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	a. The manuscript cites 19 references, which is a reasonable number for a microbiological field study of this scale.

b. Several references are recent (2020–2025), which is good.

c. The current references are mostly sufficient and partially recent, but integration of a few global and updated references will elevate the manuscript's scientific merit.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a clear understanding of scientific concepts and data interpretation; however, **the English language quality is currently below the standard required for scholarly publication. Several areas need revision for clarity, grammar, and professional tone.
a. Inconsistent use of commas, colons, and semicolons.

b. Scientific names should be italicized (Calopogonium mucunoides, Pseudomonas aeruginosa).

c. Genus names are sometimes not capitalized or misspelled.

d. Some sentences are too long or confusing, leading to reduced readability.

e. Several concepts (e.g., role of rhizosphere microflora) are repeated with minimal new information.

f. Condensing and restructuring would enhance flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript has scientific merit and the potential to contribute to the fields of microbial ecology, plant-microbe interaction, and environmental biotechnology—provided that the above revisions are carefully addressed.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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