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	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 study addresses an urgent need to develop sustainable agricultural strategies for arid and semi-arid regions by harnessing native actinobacteria.
· The isolation and characterization of drought-tolerant strains could inform the design of bioinoculants to improve crop resilience.
· Detailed physiological and molecular data strengthen understanding of actinobacterial adaptations to multiple stresses (drought, salinity, pH).
· The work lays groundwork for field trials and potential commercialization of microbial drought mitigators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and accurately reflects the content. No change is needed.
	

	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 covers objectives, methods, and key findings, but could briefly mention the five selected isolates by name (RADM1–RADM5) and their closest species matches to give the reader immediate context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental design, including PEG-induced stress assays and 16S rRNA sequencing, is sound. Data presentation is generally accurate, though some OD values in the text appear inconsistent with table averages and should be double-checked.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references are sufficient and mostly recent (2012–2020). You may consider adding a few very recent studies (2022–2024) on actinobacteria in drought tolerance, for example:
- Liu et al. (2023) on Streptomyces sp. improving wheat drought resistance.
- Patel and Singh (2024) on microbial consortia for soil moisture retention.
	

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


	The manuscript reads well but has occasional grammatical errors (e.g., “decreasing in crop yield” should be changed to “decrease in crop yield”). A careful proofreading to correct minor tense and article usage would improve clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Introduction is comprehensive but could be shortened by combining similar paragraphs on PGPR and actinobacteria. Figures for phylogenetic trees and colony morphology could be moved to supplementary material to streamline the main text.
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