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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.


	The researchers have made a commendable effort in conducting a preliminary study in the field of heavy metal remediation, which is highly relevant at present. Given the difficulty of removing heavy metals through conventional means, exploring eco-friendly and natural solutions such as microbial remediation is both significant and timely.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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. The abstract should be concise, between 250 to 300 words. It must clearly present the problem statement, highlight the significance and outcomes of the study, and explain its practical implications. Most importantly, it should emphasize the novel contributions the study makes to the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, however, a few references to existing literature could be incorporated into the introduction to enhance the background and support the study's context.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	1. The authors' details, including their names, email addresses, affiliations, and the identification of the corresponding author, are missing.

2. It is recommended that the  incorporate relevant previous literature in the introduction section to strengthen the background and context of the study.
3. The use of the word "we" should be avoided, as it does not conform to the conventions of scientific writing. It is recommended to adopt an objective and impersonal tone instead. For example, in this sentence of introduction “So, we hypothesized that, there is more possibilities to get heavy metal tolerant microbes from this location and which can further be explored for their bioremediation capability.”
4. The research article lacks proper section numbering. For clarity and consistency, sections should be numbered systematically—for example: 1. Introduction, 2. Methodology, 2.1 Sampling, and so on—ending with the Conclusion, which should also be appropriately numbered.
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