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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.


	1. This manuscript offers valuable insights into the complex microbial dynamics within the groundnut rhizosphere associated with dry root rot disease. 
2. By employing metagenomic approaches, it contributes to understanding how microbial community structure shifts between healthy and infected states. 
3. The identification of specific microbial taxa differing in abundance between these conditions could pave the way for developing novel biocontrol strategies or soil health indicators. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	1. The title of the study is appropriate.
	

	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.


	1. Abstract opening is very generic.

2. Clarify if "a soil sample" with higher alpha diversity refers to pooled infected samples.

3. The finding of higher alpha-diversity in infected samples is intriguing; ensure this is robustly supported.

4. Abstract is very dense with specific OTU/species counts; consider summarizing trends instead.

5. Rephrase "unclassified originated from bacteria" for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The manuscript requires thorough proofreading for grammar, spelling, and sentence structure.

2. Numerous typos exist (e.g., "Grountnut," "OUT," "helathy," "funde," "speceies").

3. Ensure consistent terminology (e.g., OTU vs. genus/species level).

4. Figure legends need to be more descriptive (e.g., detail what H1-H5 represent).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Recent reference are to be included.
2. There is no single reference from the recent 3 years


	

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


	1. Improve overall writing quality and adherence to scientific conventions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents valuable data on groundnut rhizosphere microbiome.

Materials and Methods:

· Clarify the "two primer sets" used for library preparation and their targets.

· Specify which database (RDP, Greengenes, SILVA) was primarily used for final taxonomic assignments.

Result and Discussion:

· Discuss potential ecological reasons for higher diversity in infected soils more extensively.

· Remove the URL for the Venn diagram tool from the main text.
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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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