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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 makes a significant contribution to the field of agricultural microbiology and waste management. The identification and characterization of efficient lignocellulose degrading actinomycetes would provide valuable insights into the development of microbial consortia for faster composting. The study has practical applications in the reduction of crop residue burning, which is a major environmental concern in the country. The enzyme profiling has further enhanced the practical applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally good, although it may be slightly improved for better clarity and impact.

Suggestion: “Isolation, Screening, and Characterization of Efficient Lignocellulose-Degrading Actinomycetes for Crop Residue Management”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is informative, covering the objectives, methods, and main results. It may, however, be improved by:

· Reducing numerical information overload

· Including a concluding sentence

· Slightly improving the writing flow and readability
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology, from isolation to characterization, is correct and scientifically established. However:

More explanation about the selection criteria of top isolates could be provided

The results could be more correlated with practical field applications
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but contain some older articles. It is advised:

Add 3-5 recent references (last 5 years) about lignocellulose degradation or microbial consortia

Add more articles about actinomycetes-based composting or enzyme applications
	

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


	The manuscript is easily understandable, and the language requires minor to moderate editing. The issues include:

Grammatical errors

Repeated sentences

Lengthy sentences, which may hinder reading

Professional proofreading is recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures and tables provided are informative, and better formatting would be helpful

The use of units and symbols should be consistent

The discussion should be more analytical rather than descriptive

The conclusion could be improved by adding the future scope, i.e., field trials and commercialization
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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