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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.


	The study was conducted on polluted soils in a part of Nigeria that hasn’t been well studied before. It has been found that a rare type of bacteria called Brevibacterium casei is prevalent in soils from mechanic workshops. The research showed that pollution can help spread antibiotic resistance, even outside the hospitals. This means that dirty environments can also affect human health. The study also suggests that certain bacteria might be useful for cleaning up pollution and breaking down the pollutants in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Isolation and Characterization of Dominant Culturable Actinobacteria from Spare-Parts Mechanic Workshop Soils in Effurun, Delta State, Nigeria,” is clear and accurate. 
	

	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.


	The abstract is well structured and clearly presented. However, it can be improved by stating that all three dominant strains were Brevibacterium casei confirmed by 16S rRNA. Mention the antibiotic testing method (disk diffusion) and the standard used to interpret the results (such as CLSI or EUCAST). Also, replacing the sentence “over-the-counter medication” with a cautious note on public health concerns due to shared resistance mechanisms. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely and scientifically sound in its approach. I found that biochemical results conflict with the molecular findings; hence, sequencing should be treated as the definitive method. It seems that no soil chemistry data, like hydrocarbons and metals, are given in the manuscript to support the results that contamination is influenced by resistance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are up-to-date and are relevant to the study. To make it more robust, taxonomic references for Brevibacterium can be added. A standard reference on 16S rRNA species identification thresholds can be cited.
	

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


	The English needs significant editing. There are grammar mistakes (e.g., “experiments was performed”), spacing errors, spelling mistakes (“Augmetin”, “amoxil”),). Some sentences are too wordy. Professional proofreading is recommended before publication.
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