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Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

 
GOOD RESEARCH WORK, P AND Mo ARE CHEAPEST MATERIALS AND ALSO 
EASILY AVAILABLE IN MARKETS.  RHIZOBIUM ALSO EASILY CULTURED 
BACTERIA IN LAB. IF WE ARE USING IN OUR AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION, WE 
CAN PRODUCE MORE YIELD OF PULSES, WHICH IS NEED FOR OUR HEALTH, 
DIET AND NUTRITION. SO, THIS RESEARCH IS PROVIDING STRONG EVIDENCES 
AND THIS MANUSCRIPT IS VERY USEFUL TO AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY. 
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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. 
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?  
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Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

- et al., should be Italic and should be written et al., 
- Author names are in bold which is not required. 
- Strong evidences are provided and compared with many references, So, this 

manuscript scientifically robust and technically sound. 
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