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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	As this research paper highlights the potential of co-inoculating Azospirillum brasilense and Bacillus subtilis to enhance wheat growth and yield while reducing reliance on chemical fertilizers. By demonstrating field-level effectiveness of local PGPR strains, it supports sustainable agriculture, integrated nutrient management, and microbial biotechnology. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and informative but it is slightly long and wordy. It can be written as "Improving Wheat Productivity Through PGPR Co-inoculation: Effects on Growth, Yield, and Nutrient Uptake"

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract includes important data and key findings such as the study’s objective, PGPR strains used, fertilizer levels, and main results like growth and yield. However, it lacks background context, clear details on the experimental design, and has grammar and formatting errors. Additionally, it misses a conclusion or explanation of the results’ significance for agriculture and sustainability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript needs improvement in several areas: it lacks a clear and detailed description of the experimental design, including replication, controls, and statistical analysis, which are essential for scientific validity. Some data and units are inconsistent or unclear and should be corrected for accuracy. The literature cited is somewhat outdated or incomplete, so more recent and peer-reviewed references are needed to strengthen the context. Additionally, the writing requires clearer and more precise language to avoid confusion. Lastly, the biological mechanisms behind the findings are only briefly mentioned and would benefit from more detailed explanation and supporting references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References included are relatively very old. Update the reference list by adding recent peer-reviewed journal articles (from last decade) on PGPR applications, co-inoculation effects, wheat yield improvement, and molecular insights. This will strengthen the manuscript’s scientific rigor and relevance to current research trends.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript’s language and grammar need improvement. It contains errors in spelling, punctuation, sentence structure, and scientific tone. Careful editing is required to make the writing clear, professional, and suitable for publication.
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