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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 
 

 
There is lack of reproducibility of results obtained by the authors. Why in the same 
soil condition with the same variety of Rhizobium inoculation, the results show 
dramatic variation? The two bacteria isolated from the nodules, both Bacillus 
species wre not characterized for their Plant Growth promoting activities, eg. 
Phosphate solubilisation, plant hormone production or siderophore production. 

 

Minor REVISION comments The number of references cited is too many. Only the relevant references should be given.  

Optional/General comments 
 

Reduce the length of the manuscript by eliminating some repetitions.  
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