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	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 is valuable and timely, screening chickpea rhizobacteria and actinomycetes for antagonism against Sclerotium rolfsii and Rhizoctonia bataticola. The work is relevant to sustainable disease management and presents solid preliminary data. However, it needs a clear methodology, molecular identification of isolates, consistent statistics and better data presentation before publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Appropriate, but can be changed to “In vitro functional characterization of chickpea rhizobacteria and actinomycetes against S. rolfsii and R. bataticola.”
	

	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.


	Well-written but too detailed. Include a brief statement on the study’s limitation (only in vitro results) and future work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically correct. But go through below points

 (Add 16S rRNA sequencing for top isolates (essential), Clarify replicates and statistical design for each assay, Correct formula for inhibition: ((C–T)/C) × 100, Justify media used and incubation conditions)
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	Relate findings to recent work (e.g., Khan et al., 2023; Kunova et al., 2016). Add paragraph on the need for greenhouse/field validation and metabolite studies.
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	Minor grammar mistakes, italicise species names, improve figure clarity and captions.
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	Major Revision : Strong preliminary work, but needs sequencing data, statistical clarity, and improved presentation before acceptance.
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