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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

The objective of this study is to evaluate the effects of of Rock Phosphate, Phosphorus
Solubilizing Bacteria and Lime on phosphorus content and Economic yield of green gram.

The title is clear and concise and highlights the content of the study.

The abstract contains specific data; the most significant results are presented.

The different sections of the article are clearly identified, and their content is consistent with
the title of the section.

The number of references is reasonable. The content of the article clearly shows that the
cited references have been read and understood by the author, but most of them are old, the
most recent dates from 2017.

However, some remarks are made and to be taken into consideration in the final version of
manuscript:

e The objective of the study is not cited in the introduction.

e the authors cited some abbreviations in the introduction without explaining them
such as ATP, ADP, PSB....... Each abbreviation should be spelled out and introduced
in parentheses the first time it is used in the text

e the authors are invited to clarify the method used to separate the phosphorus
fractions bound to calcium, Iron, Alimunium

[ ]

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The style is clear and easy to read, there are no spelling mistakes.

Optional/General comments

The authors present here interesting results that we can recommend this article for
publication with minor corrections.
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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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