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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

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.

Nowadays, the importance of using biofertilizers to achieve the goals of sustainable agriculture
is very clear. In this article, it would have been better to investigate a more fundamental
problem in the Punjab region (such as the effects of climate change and various stresses).
Comments about different parts of the article are stated in the article file. The structure of the
article is insufficient and incomplete and does not provide comprehensive information to the
readers. Also, the results are not well correlated.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title of the article is suitable.

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.

Initially, it would have been better to explain the purpose and necessity of conducting the
study.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

No, it is not suitable. The Materials and Methods Section would have been better if it had been
structured more precisely. For example: Title: Study site

Plant material and experimental design

Treatments and experimental conditions

can be added.

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.

They should have provided more evidence and details. The results have not been adequately
discussed from a scientific point of view, and the stated mechanisms have not been related to
the test conditions. More detailed comments are mentioned in the article file.

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

Newer sources should be used. For example:
https://doi.org/10.3390/su15108206

Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Yes, it is suitable.

Optional/General comments

There is no innovation in this article. The introduction part is insufficient and the problem for
which this study wants to provide a solution is not well stated. Also, the article does not have a
proper structure. Especially in the materials and methods section, the study conditions and
plant materials are not explained. How to use treatments, nutrition and even the type of
strawberry cultivar are not mentioned. The discussion is insufficient and does not justify the
results obtained.

There are parameters in the results that are not stated in the Materials and Methods section.
More detailed comments are given in the article file.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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