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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	Yes! The manuscript is important for the scientific community. Authors of this manuscript are engaged the extraction, functional validation, and application of resuscitation-promoting factors (Rpf) in restoring culturability and metabolic activity of dormant and viable-but-non- culturable (VBNC) bacterial populations in soil systems. By integrating biochemical characterization, functional assays, controlled microcosm experiments, and environmentally relevant soil models, this work provides a comprehensive evaluation of SRpf-mediated resuscitation and its synergistic modulation using sublethal lysozyme.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
Yes! It is suitable, clear, concise, and informative. It accurately reflects the content of the paper, which is regarding SRpf effectively restore the culturability and metabolic activity of dormant and viable-but-non-culturable (VBNC) bacterial populations in soil systems.
	

	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! Abstract is comprehensive. It provides a good overview of the research problem, methodology, results, and conclusion of the study. The abstract is also well-written and easy to read.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is well-written and well-presented. Yes, I think the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is sound, and the results are presented in a clear and concise manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. The authors cite a variety of relevant sources, including recent papers on bacterial resuscitation-promoting factors and their role,
Mechanisms of bacterial dormancy and resuscitation…etc
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes! The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments
	
Theme of Research is useful and efforts of authors are appreciable!
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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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