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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This study tackles a problem that is becoming increasingly critical in agriculture: the combined challenges of pesticide contamination and poor soil fertility. By examining the capacity of Leptolyngbya sp. to both degrade chlorpyrifos and support plant growth, the authors bring attention to an approach that could reduce reliance on chemical inputs
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title does not fully reflect all the components of the study (for example, seed germination and pot experiments). In addition, the phrase “biocontrol potential” is not strongly supported by the results presented. A slight rephrasing would make the title clearer and more aligned with the data. Suggested title will be “Biodegradation of Chlorpyrifos and Plant Growth-Promoting Activity of Leptolyngbya sp. from Paddy Fields”
	

	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 reads somewhat generally and would benefit from including numerical results (e.g., degradation percentages or germination improvements). The multi-step design of the study is not clearly stated.  Antioxidant results are not summarized, despite being part of the title.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additional references on chlorpyrifos degradation using more precise analytical methods would strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The writing requires moderate editing. The main issues include long and unclear sentences, repetition, tense inconsistencies, and occasional grammatical errors. Figures and tables also need more consistent formatting. A language-editing pass would make the manuscript clearer and more professional.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Results and Discussion sections repeat some points; streamlining would improve readability. Tables 3 and 4 appear partially redundant and could be combined.  Some figures appear low-resolution; higher-quality images are needed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues are apparent. The work involves microbial and pot-based experiments only.
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