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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

1. Title: Grammatical amendment still  required 

2. Grammar: Still generally poor 

3. Typographical errors: Still abundant, just a few highlighted in red on page 1  

 

4. Introduction:  

i. Objectives of study not clear because bacterial inocula are already in use. Suggestions for use 

of lines 133 – 142 in the Results/Discussion to justify study has  not been adopted 

 

5. Materials and Methods 

i. Lines 50/51 should be recast 

ii. Conc. of tricalcium...in medium should be stated 

 

iii. What was microbial count of inoculums in line 72 

 

iv. In line 84, explain why supernatant was autoclaved. Would heating in the presence of acid 

not alter the concentration of solubilised P ? 

 

 

v. In line 97, method used to measure growth not adequate 

 

6. Results and Discussion 

i. Lines 133 – 142 should move to Introduction 

ii. In lines 143 – 144, give details of isolation of PSB from the different sites and Regions, soil 

and nodule samples studied 

vi. In lines 143 and 145; Were there different types of colonies (observations before 

identification was carried out) in cultures made from the rhizosphere soil and nodules ? 

Explain  

iii. Table 1: Title is inadequate, and table should reveal source of each isolate 

iv. Line 196; What is Final Culture? 

v. Line 229; Table 3: Title (Phenotypic) not suitable for table. How was growth measured to 

yield results such as + and ±. 

                Inhibition activity should be measured as diameter of zone of inhibition   

vi. Line 234; Explain various soils 

  

7. Discussion 

Results were not discussed at all. Claims of similarity of results to previous findings is not adequate 

for discussion 

 

8. Conclusion 

Not reflective of findings 

Correction  have been already included in this version. 

 


