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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. 1. Yes, because it incorporates the importance of using microorganisms as bioindicators of exposure to pollutants. However, to my opinion it needs substantial improvements including more analysis to be published.
2. The title could be improved remarking the principal contributions of the work for example: Nitrosomonas and Nitrobacter are sensible to the applications of herbicides in soils
3. Not at all. For example, the aim established was not tested with the experimental design proposed. Results doesn’t show the main contribution of this work. The term LC50 was mentioned in this section but not in any part of the manuscript.
4. To my opinion, results and discussion section is not well structured

5. Not at all. There are some analyses should be included to test the aim of this work. For example, include more samples to make predictions, or test the taxonomic diversity of the community to evaluate ecosystems responses 

6. References are not very updated
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	No. English must be improved substantially

	

	Optional/General comments


	The objectives of this work are not clear. I think it would be a valuable input for the use of microbial indicators of herbicide contamination. I believe that it should focus more on the results of ecotoxicity and then, as a perspective, include other analysis that adds study of the communities or the predictions of different scenarios of contamination. In addition, it require big improvements in both the methodological aspect and the redaction of de manuscript.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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