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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 offers a clear and timely overview of how wheat root exudates shape rhizosphere microbial communities, particularly under phosphorus-limited conditions. It brings together plant physiology, microbial ecology and molecular regulation in a way that highlights practical pathways toward more sustainable nutrient management. The review is especially valuable for researchers aiming to develop microbiome-driven strategies
that improve phosphorus use efficiency and reduce reliance on chemical fertilizers in wheat systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
Yes, the title of the article 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.
	

The abstract is well-structured and provides a comprehensive overview of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
The manuscript appears to be scientifically valid, with a clear methodology and well-presented results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
It is important to add some recent work (2024-2025) to the manuscript and references.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for academic publishing.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· The review is strong but lacks a schematic figure summarizing plant-microbe P interactions via root exudates. A diagram would improve clarity.
· Several sections repeat ideas on P mobilization and organic acids. These should be condensed.
· The manuscript should better separate proven mechanisms from assumptions.
· The conclusion should be more concise and highlight clear future directions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 details)
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