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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 The article is well written and has been covered the impact of organic, inorganic, and biofertilizers on the 

growth, yield, and quality of cluster beans. 

 Both additions and corrections were outlined in red color. 

 Many of the words outlined in yellow should be deleted. 

 The abstract lacks the objective of the study, so it should include. 

 It is preferable to rewrite the first paragraph of the introduction to avoid repetition. 

 The numbers 1-9 are written as a number. 

 The introduction lacks the objective of the study, so please include it. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 It is better to standardize the names of journals in references and write them as a standard abbreviation for 

journals. The author(s) can check the shortcut at 

http://images.webofknowledge.com/WOK46/help/WOS/T_abrvjt.html or www.journalseek.net etc. 

 Adding line numbers may be useful for reviewing. 

 Grammar: Need Some revision. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 In general, the paper is relevant and instructive, and the paper is well written  

 Title: The title properly explains the purpose and objective of the article.  

 Abstract: The abstract offers an accurate summary of the paper, and the language used in the abstract is 

easy to read and understand. However, it lacks the objective of the study. 

 Introduction: The authors provide sufficient context on the subject and purpose of this study, However, it 

lacks the objective of the study. 

 Results and discussion: The findings are presented clearly, the authors provide reliable test results, and 

each finding is supported by adequate proof. 

To avoid repetition, please replace: PSB could be due to the greater availability of nutrients in the soil and 

resulted in better growth and development which might be attributed to the better mobilization of phosphorus 

and increased allocation of photosynthates towards the economic parts and also hormonal balance in the 

plant system. These findings are in conformity with the findings of, Ramana et al., (2011). Replace with: The 

higher mobilization of phosphorus and increased allocation of photosynthates to the economic portions as 

well as hormonal balance in the plant system may be responsible for PSB's increased nutrient availability in 

the soil and the better growth and development that occurred. These results are consistent with those of 

Ramana et al., (2011).  

 Conclusion: The research offers sample data for the authors to draw conclusions. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. 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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