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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

This study is on the influence of isolated PGPR on promoting crop growth under greenhouse condition and 
the effects of PGPR on crop yield of foxtail millet under field condition, and the author finds that under 
greenhouse conditions foxtail millet produced the highest average root and shoot lengths when seeds were 
inoculated with Bacillus cereus (19.33 cm) and Pseudomonas putida (28.66 cm), respectively. On the other 
hand, among the four bacterial cultures, Bacillus subtilis exhibited the best performance in terms of grain 
weight (40.42%), ear-head weight (30.19%), fodder weight (49.72%) and ear-head length (42.56%) 
compared to the control group under field conditions.  Finally, Conclusion of analysis is the bacterial isolates 
significantly improved the growth of foxtail millet seedlings in terms of both shoot length over mock control. 
The paper quality is nice and can be accepted for publication. 
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