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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 environmentally important topic: the bioremediation of hydrocarbon-polluted soils using Bacillus-based treatments. The long-term monitoring of physicochemical parameters adds value, and the results provide useful indications of the effectiveness of the treatments. The work can contribute to applied environmental remediation studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript
	

	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 informative but too long in places and contains some English inconsistencies. It would benefit from clearer wording and corrected numerical formatting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The study is generally sound and the methodology is clearly presented. However, the manuscript lacks statistical analysis and some methodological details (e.g., nutrient measurement limitations and sampling dimensions) need clarification.
	

	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 formatting should be standardized.
	

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

	
The English needs moderate revision due to grammatical issues, repetitive phrasing, and some non-standard scientific expressions.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Some discussion sections are repetitive. Reducing redundancy and strengthening the connection between results and mechanisms would improve the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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