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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 manuscript is important because it advances sustainable control of wheat foliar blight by identifying Bacillus spp. strains with strong antagonistic activity against Bipolaris sorokiniana and Alternaria triticina. It links this activity to defined mechanisms (hydrolytic enzymes and siderophores) and evaluates environmental factors that affect efficacy, providing mechanistic and practical guidance for future biocontrol applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is scientifically accurate but rather long. A concise alternative could be: “Hydrolytic Enzymes and Siderophore-Mediated Biocontrol of Wheat Foliar Blight Pathogens by Bacillus spp.”
	

	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 comprehensive but overly dense and could be streamlined. It would benefit from: clearly stating the main objective in one sentence, reducing methodological and numerical detail to only key methods and 1–2 representative results, and ending with a stronger, concise statement on practical significance and the need for field validation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound, with appropriate in vitro methods and analyses, and the conclusions are supported by the data. Claims should remain clearly limited to laboratory conditions, with practical application deferred to future pot and field trials.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally sufficient and includes a good mix of classical methodological papers and recent work on Bacillus-based biocontrol and wheat foliar diseases, with several citations from 2019–2023. However, it would benefit from 2–3 additional, very recent review or research articles specifically focused on Bacillus spp. as biocontrol agents and on biological management of wheat foliar blights, to further strengthen the context and highlight current progress in the field.
	

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


	The English is understandable but not fully suitable -quality scholarly communication. There are repeated grammatical and stylistic problems, so a thorough professional language edit is recommended.
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