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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 Itis a very good work, with new data and important data to plant and crop
production. The author must attached to only microbial data, however the results
shows an important knowledge to understand the differential plant growth and crop
production. This paper shows results very, very important to crop production,
however the author do not approach these aspects in the paper.

The mainly of that is a review of english grammar by specialist and the second one is to
observe the journal role when author cite footnotes at tables paper.

Minor REVISION comments Author must check some English mistakes, recommend to an english examination by a
specialist.

The tables at line 111, 126, 128, must be put in the journal pattern. See link
http://www.sciencedomain.org/journal/127/authors-instruction

Optional/General comments | am sending some comment at the PDF file to your appreciation
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