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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 
 

This study is original and relevant to agriculture. Studies that address the application of 
microorganisms as biofertilizers have great potential for the development of sustainable 
agriculture for many of commercial importance. 
The most used methodology for microbiome analysis is targeted sequencing, also called 
“16S rRNA sequencing”. This is because the 16S ribosomal gene, present in bacteria, has 
extremely conserved regions and variable regions, which differ at all taxonomic levels, 
these variable regions are important phylogenetic markers for microbiome studies. 
I recommend proofreading the English language. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It presents a very organized and easy to understand methodology.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 In addition, it has current and well-formatted bibliographic references.  
However, in line 121 of topic 2.3.2 there is a very old reference from 1969 (named 31), it 
would be advisable to add a current reference on the same theme. 

 

 
 
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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