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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 study explores the natural occurrence of Bacillus thuringiensis (Bt) in agricultural soils under rice and wheat cultivation in northern Mali through metagenomic analysis. It provides valuable insight into indigenous Bt strains and their ecological role in pest suppression. The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically sound, and relevant for agricultural microbiology and biological control research. It contributes to sustainable pest management strategies in arid agroecosystems, especially in the Sahel region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the study’s scope and methods. It clearly communicates the focus on metagenomic identification and the target organism (Bacillus thuringiensis).
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, design, methods, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology is robust and follows established metagenomic analysis pipelines (DADA2, SILVA database, Illumina MiSeq). Data interpretation is logical, and the conclusions align with results. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and up-to-date, including works from 2021–2024.
	

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


	Yes. The manuscript is written in clear and professional English. Minor grammatical editing (e.g., spacing before periods, capitalization of section titles) would improve presentation but does not hinder comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Figures and tables are clear and appropriately described.

 The discussion effectively connects the findings with existing literature.

 The manuscript could benefit from including a brief note on limitations (e.g., sample size or lack of functional gene validation).

 Overall, the paper demonstrates originality and scientific merit.

language polishing and inclusion of minor statistical support
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