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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 focuses on zinc deficiency, which is one of the major limitations in crop productivity worldwide, especially in calcareous and alkaline soils. The isolation and functional characterization of zinc-solubilizing bacteria (ZSB) with the ability to solubilize zinc carbonate are of great importance in understanding sustainable nutrient management practices. The isolation of efficient isolates such as AJP-6 and AJL-8 with high solubilization indices and broth solubilization capacity can be used to develop biofertilizer technologies. This manuscript is significant in promoting environmentally sustainable agriculture by providing microbial alternatives to synthetic zinc fertilizers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes , 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.


	The abstract is well-organized and provides background information, objectives, methodology, main findings, and conclusions.

Suggestions for improvement:

· Mention the approach to statistical analysis in brief.

· Do not repeat the numerical values; slightly reduce the reporting of SI and SE results.

· Remove minor formatting irregularities (e.g., spaces around ZnCO₃).

The abstract is very comprehensive and scientifically accurate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is technically correct and methodologically valid. Isolation, morphological, and biochemical analysis, evaluation of plate assays, and broth quantification by AAS are valid methods.

However, the following modifications are suggested:

· Explain the statistical analysis method (currently briefly mentioned).

· Remove inconsistencies (for example, “zinc oxide solubilizing efficiency” instead of zinc carbonate in one part of the study).

· Format equations (formulas) better (Khandeparkar’s ratio, SI, SE definitions appear to be incomplete).

· Use consistent units (mg L⁻¹ formatting).

· Eliminate text fragments that are repeated at the end of the manuscript.

The explanation of the results is logical and based on references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes,References are quite extensive and include recent publications (2024-2026). However, there are a few points that need to be addressed:

· A major part of the references is published by similar groups.

· Adding 2-3 independent international peer-reviewed publications on zinc-solubilizing bacteria from reputed journals (e.g., Applied Soil Ecology, Soil Biology & Biochemistry, Microbiological Research) would add to the authenticity.

References are quite adequate but could have been more diverse.
	

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


	The manuscript needs moderate language editing. Problems include:

· Grammatical errors and inconsistent capitalization.

· Typographical errors (e.g., spacing, punctuation).

· Repetition of phrases.

· Inconsistent formatting of tables.

Professional language editing is advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The experimental design is clear and reproducible.

The data tables are detailed and informative.

Figures should be labeled and formatted correctly.

The duplicated raw data should not appear at the end of the document.

Terminology should be consistent (ZnCO₃, zinc carbonate, zinc oxide – pick one and stick with it).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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