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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The MS is significance in regards to use of identical bio-formulation; 
Information on economics will be worthy to complete the MS. 
The table need to be corrected and try to give at least one table. 

Avoid writing too many references. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Don’t write “Agronomic evaluation”.  It may be like “Evolution of rice (Oryza sativaL.) for bio-fertilizer formation …………….
	

	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.


	Write the time (year/month) and duration of experiment; 

Write the treatments variables at least in abstract.

Write result in quantifiable terms indicating % increase in best treatment for important parameters measured over control.

What is T2? It contains only RhizoMyx Eco Gr-2; Also mention what is purpose of applying this? (Is it nutrition or for pest management or for any other purpose).  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Results and discussion is too lengthy and need to be corrected for sharing valid and useful information rather than reading entire table;

Avoid writing review of literature as a discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Strictly follow the reference writing style of the journal both citing references in the text and enlisting in reference list. 
	

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


	 -
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction: Write the present status of rice (area, production and productivity) at national and state level. Write what are the concerns in rice production;

Write the significance of selecting concern selected by you for this MS (Say for this MS it is nutrient management through bio-fertilizer. So, you have to write about it).

 Avoid writing too much for rice and historical aspects. 

Clearly define research gap. This is missing in introduction. 

Material and methods: 
Information on crop cultivation practices are missing and need to be given herewith;

Write about statistical design used for analysis of data.  

Results and discussion:

The section is too lengthy and need serious revision. 

Combine table 2 and 3 together 

Combine table 4,5 and 7 together.

In section 3.5 why lodging data is given (it is zero values for all treatments); besides that grain moisture at time of recording plot yield (%) not the variable. There is standard moisture to measure crop yield. So delete the table 5 and section 3.5 .

In section 3.6 explain and discuss what found in the study and what are the probable reasons for this? It is not need to write the findings of other researcher and just cite their work to support your findings and discussion. 

The harvest index mentioned is 0.62 to 0.64; is it correct? Please recheck it and do needful correction. 

The subsection 3.7 and Table 6 is not needed as yield data per ha is expressed in table 7 and also explained in subsection 3.8.  

The subsection 3.8 has too many references and explanation about their findings which is not needed (It look like review of literature);

Conclusion: Conclusion should be based on the data presented in MS, concise and addressing the objective of MS. Avoid writing generalized statements.   
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