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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.


	I think the author should emphasize and provide numerical evidence as to why their topic is crucial to review in today’s world currently. They should also mention why they chose specific examples. For instance while mentioning the food industry why would they focus on yoghurt? Is it the most prevalent and most closely related substance in the food industry or why?
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title could focus more on the specific industries the author is going to focus on. So,
“Assessment of the Applications of Agirculturally Important Microorganism in Food, Pharmaceutical, and Agricultural Sectors” ( could be an alternative title that also specifies what the author is doing, by highlighting “assessment”
	

	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 sounds highly confusing. There seems to be a lack of clear structure and organization of thoughts in the abstract. Rather, it sounds as if important parts of the research paper was brought together without given much consideration to their organization. Ine one sentence, food economy and fermentation si the focus, while in the next sentence the researchers mentions probiotic-rich food and its impact on immune system. And in the next one we move on to pharmaceutical and vaccines.
The first couple of sentences in the introduction section are indeed very organized and the abstract could potentially have a similar structure that focuses for example more on deductive or inductive reasoning (this is a suggested alternative for the structure and organization of the abstract). 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific names of plants and organisms should be written in italics ( “L. delbrueckii ssp. Bulgaricus.”
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author should show the reference to the statistical evidence presented in this sentence ( “According to projections, 321 million tonnes of grain output will need 28.8 million tonnes of nutrients by 2020, but only 21.6 million tonnes will be available because of the growing demand for food, creating a nutritional deficit of 7.2 million tonnes.” (under the section called Agricultural Industry)
Similarly, a reference should nbe cited for this information piece ( “The ability of soil-dwelling bacteria called rhizobia to colonise legume plant root nodules and fix atmospheric nitrogen is well-known.” (in Rhizobium section). 
	

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


	“Thanks to” (in the 2nd sentence of the abstract) should be more formally revised, such as “due to because of.” ( scientific phrasing necessity (in the abstract). 
“more comprehensive comprehension of microbial ecology.” (in the introduction page 2) ( redundant phrasing. Comprehensive and comprehension sounds bizarre used in the same sentence one after the other. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract should be a separate front page Introduction should start on a new page. Similarly, References should be on a new page as well, different from the page of the Conclusions section.
“Plant growth promoting rhizobacteria” title should be on the top of the new page because right now it is at the end of a page and there are no paragraphs below. 

The titles and subheadings should follow a similar format. For example, if the author is numeralizing them by 1, 2, and 3 the subheadings should have a, b, c etc. sections. Similarly, if the “Agricultural industry” is written with miniscule letters, so should the “FOOD INDUSTRY” title be. 

It sounds like the author is brushing over facts but they are not getting into the details and scientific mechanisms as to why and how those microorganisms are beneficial to soil fertility or better than synthetic ones? How do synthetic ones damage soil fertility but the organic ones improve soil fertility? What chemicals or substances inside those microorganisms do what so that the soil fertility is positively influenced? 
The ideas and structure is mostly good. However, in some parts, such as the abstract, they should improve their structural organization. There are some minor improvements for scientific language and accuracy. Furthermore, the review article could go much more into detail rather than shallowly providing already known facts).
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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? 


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