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	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 contributes significantly to understanding the diversity and efficiency of zinc-solubilizing bacteria (ZSB) in the rhizospheres of legumes grown in calcareous soils, a critical issue for sustainable agriculture. It provides detailed experimental data on the ability of different isolates to mobilize insoluble zinc, offering environmentally friendly alternatives to industrial chemical fertilizers. The identification of promising isolates such as RJP-6 and RJL-8 paves the way for the development of specific bioinoculants, significantly increasing the productivity and nutritional quality of pulse crops. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Isolation and Screening of Zinc Solubilizing Bacteria from Pulse Rhizosphere under Calcareous Soil Conditions” is informative and generally appropriate, as it clearly indicates the focus of the study, the target organisms, and the soil context.
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive and informative, covering context, objective, methods, main results, and conclusion. However, it contains some repetition and extensive numerical details that can be summarized. It lacks explicit references to the total number of isolates tested and the practical implications for productivity or soil management. Overall, the summary fulfills its purpose, but it could be more concise and emphasize the applied impact of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate. The methods, results, and conclusions are consistent with established knowledge about zinc-solubilizing bacteria. There are minor language and formatting issues, but they do not affect its scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly recent and relevant, corroborating the study well. Adding some recent studies on the field application of zinc-solubilizing bacteria and plant-microbe interactions in legumes could further strengthen the context.
	

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


	The manuscript's language and English quality are generally comprehensible and suitable for academic communication. However, careful proofreading or language editing would make the text more professional and accessible to international readers.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Furthermore, the study serves as a benchmark for future research in micronutrient management and the integration of microbial solutions into resilient agricultural systems.
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