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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. The main content of the article emphasized only on Bacillus while the title is “Endospore-Producing Endophytes……”. Bacillus is not only the endospore forming endophytes. It includes Clostridium also. Moreover, Actinomycetes, Fungus are also endophytes. Thus, the authors should either include other endophytes or change the tile of the Article.

2. The authors should first give a clear view of endophytes, their classification and then link Bacillus as endospore producing endophyte.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not Suitable. May be written as “ Bacillus, an Endospore-Producing Endophytes: Its Structural Adaptations, Functional Roles, and Their Significance in Plant Growth and Stress Management” or may concise the title.

	

	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.


	No, Title emphasizes on all the endophytes and abstract emphasizes only on Bacillus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the data provided along with references, it seems its scientifically, correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the References are not recent. It can be updated. I have found very few recent references viz. Kuramshina and Khairullin (2023); Nandana and Anith, 2024; Sivapriya et al., 2024; Nandana and Anith, 2024;
	

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


	 The writing quality of the article is ok.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article can be upgraded by updating some recent data or work on PGPR based on  endophyes. In addition to this, the sources

Of figure in the articles is not provided. I will strictly mention again that the whole manuscript is only on Bacillus while the tile is on endophytes
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