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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 highlight the importance of rhizosphere bacteria isolated from wild cotton species  (G. aridum) in improving the growth and resilience of cultivated cotton, especially in the context of utilizing PGPR for long-term sustainable agricultural practices. But almost all of the research in the article has already been done, and the results presented are not scientific news.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title of the research article should be clear, short and concise so I suggest to authors to change it to “Characterization and Seed Priming Effect of Plant Growth Promoting Bacteria isolated from Wild Cotton Rhizosphere”  
	

	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.


	Yes, it is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The authors must correct some mistakes that written below:
1) Figures 1 and 2 are divided into paragraphs a and b, but they are not given in the caption of the figure

2) There are not written y-x axisses descriptions in Fig 1ab, Fig 2ab, Fig 3bcde
3) There are written the unit of solubilization index for potash, zinc, phosphate in Fig 1a
4) There are not written unit of HCN and siderophore productions and enzymes activity or quantity in the Fig 2ab
5) I have not seen any real picture related to experiments including any microorganisms colony, enzymatic activity and HCN production of qualitative analysis in the plate of potential rhizobacteria, electrophoresis of DNA, seed biopriming of cultivated cotton. Due to not being some proof pictures, the reliability of the article will be lost
6) Discussion part of the article must be improved
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	The references should be updated with new articles published in the last 10 years.
	

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


	English quality needs to be improved
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