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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 (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.


	This manuscript offers important perspectives on the microbial communities present in pineapple waste, a relatively understudied but environmentally relevant by-product of fruit processing. The study’s combination of biochemical and molecular techniques for bacterial characterization enhances its scientific credibility. Furthermore, the discovery of bacterial strains with potential industrial value (such as in bioremediation or enzyme synthesis) underscores the study’s importance in the context of sustainable biotechnological development
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title clearly reflects the scope and content 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.


	While the manuscript effectively presents its scope, a few refinements are recommended to enhance clarity and completeness. Specifically, it would be beneficial to include the total number of bacterial isolates analyzed, offering readers a clearer understanding of the study’s scale. Additionally, summarizing key molecular findings—such as the dominant bacterial species identified through sequencing and their corresponding similarity scores—would strengthen the scientific depth of the results section. Concluding the abstract or results discussion with a clear statement highlighting the potential industrial and environmental applications of these bacterial isolates (e.g., in bioremediation or enzyme production) would underscore the practical significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology employed is suitable, and the data adequately substantiates the study’s conclusions. The application of 16S rRNA gene sequencing to validate phenotypic characterization is methodologically rigorous and scientifically justified. However, a broader exploration of the potential applications of the isolated strains could have enriched the study’s scientific contribution and enhanced its practical relevance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate, but a few newer studies (post-2022) on agro-waste microbiomes and environmental microbiology could strengthen the context.
	

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


	The manuscript is clear but has some grammatical errors and awkward phrasing. A thorough proofreading is recommended to ensure correct tense usage, proper article use, and improved technical clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure that all figures are clearly labelled and include informative captions to support independent understanding.

· Improve the formatting of tables to enhance clarity and readability.

· Clearly list the potential biotechnological applications for each identified bacterial genus or species.

· Consider adding visual phylogenetic trees with sample IDs to improve clarity and data interpretation.

Minor Revision
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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