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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic—the use of native bacteria for bioremediation and restoration of degraded coal mine soils. The study provides empirical evidence of Chryseobacterium indologenes producing IAA in an acidic, oligotrophic environment, which has implications for sustainable agriculture and ecological restoration. The work contributes to SDG 15 and highlights the potential of stress-tolerant bacteria in biofertilizer development. The findings are relevant to researchers in soil microbiology, environmental restoration, and sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but could be more specific. Consider: "Isolation and Characterization of an Indole-3-Acetic Acid-Producing Chryseobacterium indologenes from an Acidic Coal Mine Soil for Biorestoration Potential"
	

	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 clear and covers key points, but could be improved by mentioning the specific result that only Chryseobacterium indologenes showed IAA activity, and that no phosphate solubilization was observed. Also, briefly state the molecular identification method used (16S rRNA).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, methods are well-described, and results are clearly presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally adequate and include recent studies (up to 2025). However, consider adding citations on Chryseobacterium in mine soil environments and IAA production under acidic conditions to strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally good, but there are minor grammatical errors and formatting inconsistencies (e.g., italics for species names, inconsistent use of units). A thorough proofreading is recommended.
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	The figures and tables are informative, but Plate 1 and Plate 2 captions could be more descriptive. Also, ensure all figures are referenced in the text.
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