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	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 use of microbial inoculants is important in shifting agriculture away from chemical fertilizers, which had a negative impact on the soil and environment.

This kind of research is important in validating the efficiency of microbial inoculants, which is important for using these inoculants as an environmentally friendly, cost-effective input for improving rice productivity.

The result of the study can be used as an input for selecting efficient microbial inoculants used to improve the rice productivity. Hence, such study is important for the scientific community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I believe that the title needs a little modification. 
‘Field Evaluation of RhizoMyx Eco Gr formulations inoculation on the Growth and Yield of Paddy (Oryza sativa L., var. VDG1)’’
	

	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.


	It will be good if an introductory statement is added.

The aim should be written in the past tense.

The results are short, and it will be good if the authors add some of the remarkable results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It needs some modification such as;

· The treatments used were not stated in detail (the treatment details are not sufficient)

· The microbial inoculant formulation was not clearly stated?

· The inoculant application procedure was not stated

· Was there any positive or negative control? 
· When does the experiment conducted? For how many years the experiment was conducted? 
· The data analysis technique/tool/ used were not clearly stated
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	sufficient
	

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


	Suitable, but it needs to polish the English style  in some sections
	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract needs modifications.

The introduction needs rearranging the paragraphs. In addition, the authors should clarify the significance of their study compared to other similar studies.

The methodology section needs detailed clarification on the procedures, the treatment composition, and the data analysis tool. I recommend major revision.
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