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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 explores the plant growth promoting potential of bacteria isolated from an abandoned coal mine soil, an environment typically considered inhospitable for microbial life. Such studies are important because functional microbes can serve as tools for ecological restoration, especially in degraded mining landscapes. Identifying Chryseobacterium indologenes as an IAA producing bacterium provides valuable baseline information for future biofertilizer and biorestoration research. The findings contribute to sustainable agriculture, soil reclamation, and SDG-15 targets.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, but it is long and may be made more concise.
Suggested alternative:
Plant Growth Promoting Bacteria from Coal Mine Soil and Their Potential Role in Biorestoration
	

	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 provides a clear summary of the study. However, the following improvements are suggested:

· Include specific numerical results for IAA production or solubilization (if quantified).

· Improve clarity and flow by reducing repetition (e.g., "plant growth promoting traits").

· Add 1–2 sentences linking results to the broader relevance of biorestoration.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound and follows standard microbiological and molecular methods. The methodology is clearly described and results are presented systematically. However, some issues require attention:

· Discussion is lengthy and at times contains information not directly derived from the data.

· The authors should avoid overgeneralizing the ecological role of C. indologenes when only IAA production was examined.

· Figures/plates need clearer captions and better resolution.

· The study would benefit from quantitative estimation of IAA (spectrophotometric) rather than only visual interpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, recent, and relevant. However:

· Some references are repeated (e.g., Thenappan et al., 2024 appears twice).

· Ensure all citations follow the same formatting style.

· A few more references on microbial diversity in coal mine soils could strengthen the introduction.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Issues include:

· long, complex sentences

· Repetitive phrasing

· Minor grammatical errors

· Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “material and methods”)

A thorough proofread is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure that all tables and plates have uniform formatting.

· Replace “point 2… point 3…” in GPS description with a clear table format.

· Clarify if experiments were performed in duplicates or triplicates.

· Emphasize limitations and future research directions more concisely in the conclusion.
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