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	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 paper is very important for the scientific community as it states that microorganisms in the soil are affected by number of factors. From these factors herbicides affect significantly load and diversity of microorganisms in the soil which plays great role in soil fertility and health. Due to these reason this paper is extremely important for the community of the farmer and microbiologist to encourage microbial conservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I hope it is suitable
	

	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.


	All idea in the paper is fairly described in this section due to this it is not important to add or delete any of its parts. Only what you have to remove is title in the abstract is not important. Remove title (Introduction, Study design, Place and Duration of Study, results and conclusion)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Definitely yes! This paper is carefully written as I recognized.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most reference of this paper contains the recently published paper which includes 2019, 2020, 2022, 2023, 2024 and 2025). Again it contains the old reference that published (1994), it indicates giving credit for old experts is also good some times. So addition and deleting from reference is not important.
	

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


	Definitely language (English) of this paper is very is to understand by any stage of expertise.
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	Generally the paper was good in most of its parts but in the case of discussion there are a lots of idea that written as paragraph which is not attractive for expertise, please modify this section of the paper to make it attractive by reducing the same idea that stated repeatedly.  
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