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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Through its molecular characterisation, this work is the first to report metagenomic evidence of Bacillus thuringiensis (Bt) existence in Sahelian soil from Mali where pest pressure is particularly very low. Its results are relevant as they link microbial ecology with agroecological pest suppression and provide information on the local biocontrol potential. The work adds to an emerging body of literature on soil microbiomes in West Africa, a region that remains underrepresented in metagenomic data worldwide. Additionally, the results could contribute for sustainable pest management by promoting the use of native Bt strains as environment-friendly alternatives of chemical pesticides.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good but can be changed to something like: “Metagenomic Detection of Bacillus thuringiensis in Rice and Wheat Soils of Diré, Mali.”
	

	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.


	Although the abstract is nicely written with clear and well organized flow of ideas, it could increase its appeal by adding a sentence that spells explicitly "ecological" or "applied relevance" in detecting these Bt serovars (e.g., these data indicate that native Bt can reduce dependence on chemical insecticides) and by reporting the actual sequencing platform (Illumina MiSeq) briefly enough not to impede upon space for generalizations, when a direct relationship between indigenous Bt and low pest burden was expressed openly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This study is methodologically sound, employing established metagenomic workflows (DADA2, SILVA, OneCodex) and bolstering its reliability through sample replication, negative controls, and dual taxonomic validation; while the discussion could be slightly strengthened by better contextualizing the ecological relevance of low Bt abundance such as by mentioning the high persistence of its toxins and some results like relative abundances would benefit from statistical comparisons between crop types, the overall methodology and data interpretation remain scientifically correct and fully credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent worldwide and regional metagenomic surveys have greatly enhanced our understanding of soil microbial diversity as well as Bt (bacillus thuringiensis) biogeography with limited research of several key topics, from 2016 to present but there remains a stark lack in comprehensive profiles derived from undersampled regions particularly Africa supporting year wise publication of the most recent findings on African soil microbiome or But diversity during 2023 – 2024 published in journals like- Frontiers in Microbiology or Applied Soil Ecology, making sure that all references are uniformly formatted Just as for example correcting incomplete entry for Kassogué et al. by supplementing the missing year and journal information.
	

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


	The manuscript is well written in professional English, structured logically and the terminology is correct, complying with the standards of academic publishing work; just some minor suggestions: to minimize redundancy in certain points of section 3.2.1 and ensure that italics for Bacillus thuringiensis are uniform throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a significant regional contribution linking microbial ecology to agricultural sustainability in the Sahel. It could substantially expand the ecological and biotechnological coverage of limited functional gene discussion (e.g.Cry gene mapping and toxin operons). Figures and Tables are adequately organized, but might benefit from more clear legends and better direct connections between the microbial community, suppression hypotheses.
Methodologically strong and scientifically sound. There are minor textual and contextual refinements suggested before acceptance.
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