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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

The manuscript is original and very interesting in fact pulses such as Mung bean are excellent
sources of proteins. In addition to being considered important sources of fiber, vitamins and minerals.
However, | would like to draw attention to some information contained in the text.

The manuscript notes: “Phosphorus like nitrogen is an essential nutrient. Currently, 5 % of Indian soils
have appropriate available P, while 49.3% are in the low category 48.8 % are in the medium category
and 1.9% are in the high category. Plants are only available with 25 % to 30 % of applied P and the
remaining P is converted into insoluble P (Sharma and Khurana, 1997)". As it is relevant information,
it would be advisable to put more current information, considering that 25 years have passed since
1997.

The manuscript notes: “In recent year, several strains of fungi and phosphate solubilizing bacteria
have been isolated. The mechanism of actions of these microorganisms involves secretion of organic
acids which lower the pH and increase the availability of sparingly soluble phosphorus sources”.
However, it is missing to cite the reference that contains this information.

Minor REVISION comments

On topic of conclusion, it would be advisable to remove the table 1 and add it to topic Results and
Discussion.

Optional/General comments

To complete the study, it would be advisable in the final part of the work (the topic conclusion) to pay
attention to the practical meaning of the study, in addition to specific recommendations for farmers.
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