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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 
 

 
Abstract: 
 
1. This article is relevant to agricultural microbiology. Its good work. This type of 
work is required for the development of new variety of seeds. 
2. To check the spelling of the words.  
4. This is only minor revision. 
 
Introduction: 
 
1. It’s very clear and informative. 
. 
 
Materials and Methods: 
 
1. Protocol will be set in a proper way. It’s like a standard format.   
2. You should be arranged in subheadings in materials and methods part.  
 
Results and Discussion 

1. In this part, result and discussion prediction is good.  
2. Please mention the suitable research articles in the result and discussion 

part. 
3. Its required for the quality of writing 

 
Conclusion: 
 
1. Its clear and good representation, no need to further revision. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
References: 
 

1. Please check the references in the text section and reference part. 
2. References are very important in the article. Please focus properly. 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

1. It is an interesting article  
2. Need to improve the language and the quality of writing  
3. Hope it will be published after the correction  
4. Finally best of luck  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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