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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 research provides evidence-based recommendations for using microbial consortia in bioremediation, which can guide policymakers, environmental agencies, and industries in adopting sustainable practices for soil remediation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the tittle should be in this form “Bioremediation of Crude Oil-Contaminated Soil Using Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Aspergillus niger”
	

	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 comprehensive but must be concluded with the contribution of the findings to the research direction field, or stating it theoretical or technological contribution to scientific field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically correct. However, the manuscript is devoid of rigorous scientific methodologies such as determination of microbial community before and after the addition of the hydrocarbons. Effect of the hydrocarbons to the soil moisture and texture. Biomarker like plant could have be introduce to test the effectiveness of the bioremediation technology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Having 25 references, is standard for this manuscript. 
	

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


	Right from the abstract down to the conclusion, the article has numerous grammatical errors and lack of scientific grammar commands. For example: "Soil samples were contaminated with different levels of crude oil” could have be writing as Soil samples were contaminated with different concentrations or weight of crude oil. The grammar should be check.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article contributes to the growing body of literature advocating for eco-friendly solutions to environmental pollution. However, the article lacks some clarity in the following areas:

1. Identification of Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Aspergillus niger as Principal Degraders:
The article does not clearly explain how Pseudomonas aeruginosa and Aspergillus niger were identified as the principal degraders of hydrocarbons. It is important to consider that the soil may contain indigenous microbes capable of degrading hydrocarbons. Were these indigenous microbes accounted for in the study? If so, how were they differentiated from the introduced strains? A detailed explanation of the selection process for these microorganisms, such as prior screening for hydrocarbon-degrading capabilities or genetic analysis, would strengthen the study's credibility.

2. Method for Determining Total Hydrocarbon Content (THC):
The article does not specify the method used to determine the total hydrocarbon content (THC) in the soil. Was gas chromatography (GC) or another analytical technique employed? Clarifying the methodology would provide transparency and allow for reproducibility of the study.
By addressing these points, the article can achieve greater clarity and methodological rigor, making it a more valuable contribution to the field of bioremediation.
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