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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 addresses an important agricultural and environmental issue by examining pesticide persistence and its impact on soil ecosystems. The isolation of indigenous pesticide-resistant bacteria offers useful insights into natural biodegradation processes that support sustainable agriculture. The region-specific findings add value by highlighting microbial adaptation in pesticide-intensive Indian soils. Overall, the study provides meaningful preliminary evidence for developing effective microbial bioremediation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study
	

	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 detailed and presents the context, methodology, findings, and significance well. However, it is slightly long for typical journal requirements and could be made more concise. Avoid lengthy background explanation; reduce introductory lines to 2–3 sentences. Include a brief statement on limitations or future scope. Specify whether pesticide degradation was confirmed chemically or inferred solely from growth assays.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific foundation of the study is largely sound, and the methodology is clearly described and systematic. The isolation and identification procedures are standard microbiological protocols, and results logically align with reported microbial behavior.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript appears to lack explicit citation of recent studies in the Results and Discussion sections, despite mentioning that references were consulted. Include at least 10–15 recent references (past 10–12 years) related to microbial degradation of Fipronil, Imidacloprid, and similar pesticides. Add citations for biochemical pathways, ecological impacts, and known degradation mechanisms. Include Indian or regional studies for contextual relevance.
	

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


	The English is generally clear, but the manuscript would benefit from careful language editing to improve readability. Long paragraphs should be shortened or split for better flow, and some background information appears redundant and can be removed. Minor issues in grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure should be corrected, and consistency in tense and scientific terminology should be maintained throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript addresses an important agricultural and environmental concern and offers valuable preliminary insights into pesticide-resistant soil bacteria and their potential role in bioremediation. The study is scientifically sound with clearly described methods, and the findings contribute useful region-specific data. However, the abstract should be more concise, references to recent and relevant literature need strengthening, and the manuscript requires moderate language and structural editing to improve clarity and readability. With revisions to the abstract, reference support, and overall presentation, the manuscript can be strengthened for publication.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There do not appear to be any ethical concerns in this manuscript.
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