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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 article discusses the influence of salinity stress on agriculture, which is a significant concern. shows applicability for microbially assisted agricultural enhancement and sustainability and  contributes to studies on saline soil and PGPR, but needs more robust mechanisms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate for the most part. But it has uneven capitalization, like Plant growth promoting. The recommended is "Evaluation of Plant Growth-Promoting and Salinity-Alleviating Potential of Halophilic Bacteria Isolated from Marine Water."
	

	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.


	Too long and repetitious; should have less background. Methods makes no mention of statistical testing or replication of the results is missing numerical data, such as EC reduction values. Eliminate duplication and include quantifiable results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Critical details (replicate number, homogeneity of incubation conditions) are missing from PGP procedures on pages 4 to 5. On page 5, lines 14 to 20, there is no identification of isolates using 16S rRNA sequencing. Results are shown without statistical analysis; pages 6 to 8 lack error bars. Pages 9 to 10: Mechanistic clarity is required for claims on salinity reduction. Experiments need to be more rigorously scientific.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are out-of-date (more than ten years old) or have uneven formatting. Citations should not have URLs since they seem unnecessary. A few of the references don't have DOI. Add the latest research on salinity tolerance mechanisms and halophilic PGPR.
	

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


	Run on sentences and numerous grammatical mistakes make the text difficult to read. For example "Media was autoclaved" became "medium was autoclaved" on page 4, line 5. Figure captions on page 7: inconsistent use of capitalization. Overall: For scholarly clarity, further editing is necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures: Scale bars and appropriate labeling are absent from low-resolution figures. 

· Tables: Units and statistical descriptors are absent from the tables on pages 6 to 10. Reduce repetitions in the introduction and discussion on pages 3 to 4. 

· For clarity, rearrangement is recommended.
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