Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Agriculture and Ecology Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAERI_142849

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessment of Plant growth promoting traits of bacterial endophytes resides in the mulberry (Morus indica L.) through laboratory analysis

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 work highlights the plant growth-promoting (PGP) traits of bacterial endophytes from mulberry. Such findings are valuable for sustainable agriculture, stress management, and potential bio-fertilizer development. The study provides useful baseline data for future field applications of scientific research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and 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.


	The abstract of the article is Comprehensive, but should briefly include the importance of mulberry, key methods, and quantitative highlights (e.g., highest IAA production). Sentence structure needs minor improvement.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, with appropriate methods and results. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adequate, but a few more recent studies (post-2020) on endophytes and PGP traits may strengthen the discussion.


	

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


	Yes. The language is clear and professional. Only minor proofreading may be needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Recommendation: Only minor revisions needed for clarity and polish.

Justification: Scientifically sound, relevant and well-written.
Figures and tables are useful; legends could be more explanatory. The conclusion should better highlight field-level applications. Minor language edits and formatting adjustments may be considered.
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