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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.


	The study addresses an important topic with high practical relevance in the field of environmental microbiology and bioremediation, particularly in the context of petroleum pollution in bitumen-rich regions of Nigeria. The work demonstrates a clear experimental effort, incorporating both conventional and advanced analytical techniques (GC-MS and 16S rRNA sequencing), and is supported by a relatively large dataset.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the core components of the study. However, it can be improved by adding geographic identifiers to be: 

Isolation and Biodegradation Potential of Hydrocarbonoclastic Bacteria from Bitumen-Contaminated Soil in Agbabu, Nigeria
	

	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 scientifically relevant and mostly comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in concept and experimental design, and employs appropriate methods such as bacterial isolation, GC-MS, and 16s rRNA analysis. However, it requires important scientific corrections before publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but not fully sufficient or up-to-date. Most cited references are older than 5 years (e.g., Sihag 2014; Lemos 2006; Virjani & Upasani 2016). Adding recent literature and expanding the reference list would strengthen the manuscript’s scientific foundation.
	

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


	In its current form, the English is understandable but not polished enough for an international peer-reviewed journal. The manuscript generally conveys the scientific ideas clearly, and the terminology used is appropriate for the field. However, there are frequent grammatical errors, spelling mistakes, inconsistent verb tenses, and awkward sentence constructions that reduce clarity and readability. Some expressions are informal or repetitive, and several sentences are overly long or poorly structured, which affects the academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- All observations are recorded as comments in the body of the research.

2- The statistical analysis of the results was not mentioned.

3- The tables contain ±SD and significant values, but the type of statistical analysis used (ANOVA? Tukey?) is not specified. There is no significance level (p-value).
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	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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