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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 is of significant importance to the scientific community, as it explores the potential of indigenous bacteria from damp yard leachate for the biodegradation of lignocellulosic waste —an area of high environmental and industrial relevance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article title is suitable.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the study's objectives, methods, and key findings. However, it would benefit from including specific quantitative results such as the number of isolates obtained, the most effective strain, or the percentage of lignocellulose degradation achieved to strengthen its scientific impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I feel the manuscript's results and discussion need improvement. In the results and discussion, add more references, and the results provide a more detailed discussion.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable. However, minor improvements in sentence flow, consistency of units, and occasional grammar refinements could further enhance readability and ensure a polished presentation for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	revisions were needed, including references in the introduction, adding more discussion and results, improving text formatting, and addressing gaps in the manuscript.   
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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