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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 manuscript makes several important contributions to the scientific community's understanding of sustainable agriculture practices under abiotic stress conditions. The research addresses a critical global challenge by demonstrating how microbial inoculants can serve as eco-friendly alternatives to chemical interventions for managing salt stress in acid lime cultivation, which is particularly relevant given that salt-affected soils in India are projected to more than double by 2050.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Microbial-Assisted Salinity Stress Alleviation in Acid Lime (Citrus aurantifolia Swingle)" is generally suitable and captures the main focus of the study. But check the species identification by submitting the sample plant to a Herbarium for authentication.

As per POWO the species should be written as Citrus × aurantiifolia (Christm.) Swingle

	

	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 is generally well-structured and covers the main elements of the study, but it could be improved for better comprehensiveness and clarity. However, the abstract lacks specific numerical data. Key findings should include concrete values also


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is generally scientifically sound but contains several issues that affect its scientific rigor and accuracy. 

· Authentication of the species is also necessary that the identification number of the herbarium submitted can also be included

· The manuscript is scientifically correct in its fundamental approach and conclusions, but would benefit from addressing the taxonomic error, improving statistical rigor, and strengthening some methodological details. The core findings about microbial amelioration of salt stress are well-supported by the data and consistent with existing literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains 23 references, which is adequate for a research paper but could be strengthened with more recent literature.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and scientifically communicative, but requires language polishing to meet the standards of high-impact journals. The content quality is good, but the presentation needs refinement for optimal scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Good
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