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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it addresses the dual challenge of pesticide contamination and declining soil fertility using a single, eco‑friendly biological resource (Leptolyngbya sp.). The findings provide experimental support for replacing part of chemical inputs with cyanobacteria‑based biofertilizers, which is highly relevant in regions with intensive pesticide use and fragile agroecosystems. Moreover, the study opens avenues for future research on strain optimization, inoculant formulation, and field‑scale validation of cyanobacteria in integrated pest and nutrient management strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the following title to be more accurate:
Chlorpyrifos Tolerance, Antioxidant Activity, and Biocontrol Potential of Leptolyngbya sp. Isolated from Paddy Fields under Pesticide Stress
	

	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 overly descriptive and lacks concise quantitative data, such as plant growth increase percentages, treated chlorpyrifos concentration ranges, or the most statistically significant value(s), which are necessary to highlight the strength of the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is good; however, several areas require improvement before acceptance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES, the references are sufficient and adequate cover the necessary literature for a comprehensive understanding of the topic.
	

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


	The language is understandable. There are occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent terminology that could reduce clarity and impact in a peer-reviewed journal. A careful professional editing or proofreading would be needed to make it fully suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- Improving the coherence of transitions between paragraphs would enhance the overall readability and logical flow of the text.

2- The references in the text must be arranged chronologically, from the oldest to the more recent ones.
3- In the methodology section, only one recent reference describing the employed procedure is cited.

4- Providing more detailed PCR conditions—including temperatures, annealing times, number of cycles, and component volumes—would enhance the accuracy and reproducibility of the experiment.

5- The HCN analysis paragraph should be organized to avoid linguistic repetition and to present the steps in a clear and sequential manner.
6- It should be clarified whether the experiments were replicated (number of plates and containers per treatment) to enhance statistical accuracy.

7- Merging the results with the discussion is recommended to provide a more cohesive and interpretative presentation of the findings.

8- Quantitative data should be added to specify the number and type of isolated colonies, as well as the frequency of isolation from different samples, to enhance credibility.

9- It is advisable to include tables or microscopic photographs to depict the morphological features of the isolated colonies.

10- All figures and tables must be properly referenced in the main text to ensure clarity and coherence.

11- The figure should describe what is being shown, the conditions or samples, and any relevant markers, which helps make the figure understandable without referring back to the text.

12- Table title should be placed at the top of the table and should describe what is being shown, which helps make the table understandable without referring back to the text.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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