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PART1: Review Comments 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
partinthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedb
ack 
here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the 
importancethismanuscriptforscientificcommunit
y.Whydoyoulike (or dislike) this manuscript? 
Minimum 3-
4sentencesmayberequiredforthispart. 

This manuscript is important for good crop production and crop improvement purposes. In a time like 
this wherethere are challenges like global food insecurity and environmental pollution/degradation, 
there is need for studieslike this that tests the efficacy and efficiency of bio-formulations (over synthetic 
fertilizers) in the improvementof crop quality and yield. From this investigation, combined application of 
PSB @10g/kg + Rhizobium @ 
20g/kgcouldbepromotedforfuturerecommendationasaseedprimingtreatmentinpea,andthis 
wouldbeveryuseful 
tothescientificcommunity. 
 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Yesitissuitable  

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyo
usuggest addition (or deletion) of some points 
in 
thissection?Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Yes, itis  

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
ptappropriate? 

Yes  

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientificcorrectnessofthismanuscript.Whydothi
nkthatthismanuscript is scientifically robust and 
technicallysound?Minimum3-
4sentencesmayberequiredfor 
thispart. 
 

Ibelievethismanuscriptisscientificallycorrectbecausetheaim,objective, 
andmethodologyofthisstudywereclearly defined and scientifically robust. The methodology was informed 
by literature and it is reasonable. Theexperimental designs used for both the field and lab experiments 
were also quite good and correct. The resultsgotten fromthestudyalsowerereasonable 
andwereadequatelyjustified anddiscussed. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
havesuggestionofadditionalreferences,please 
mentioninthereview form. 
- 

Ibelievethereferences were sufficient forthesizeofthe 
study.Iwouldadvisetheauthorhowever,toutilizethearticles they’ve cited properly though (especially in 
the result and discussion section). In some cases, it seemedlikethe referenceswere 
onlylistedandnotenoughinformation were provided. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitablef
orscholarly communications? 

 
 
Yesitis.Imadeafewcorrections buttheywereminorandcanbeeasilycorrected. 
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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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