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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.


	Given the escalating concerns of soil degradation and excessive reliance on chemical fertilizers, this review contributes significantly by aggregating findings from diverse empirical studies and field trials, thereby providing a practical and evidence-based perspective. The inclusion of recent literature and real-world case studies further enhances its relevance to researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working in sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. 
	

	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 is informative and broadly outlines the purpose, scope, and major findings of the manuscript. However, a minor revision is suggested:

The mention of "this abstract" in the sentence "This abstract provides a comprehensive overview..." is redundant and unacademic in tone. Replace it with “This review” or “This manuscript”.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and technically sound. The definitions, microbial classifications, nutrient mechanisms, and the physiological roles of biofertilizers are clearly explained. Appropriate references support most claims. The case studies and microbial mechanisms (e.g., nitrogen fixation, P-solubilization) are discussed in detail and rooted in recent evidence. However, a few areas could benefit from additional clarification or correction:

· Some redundancy is noted in descriptions of microbial functions across sections.

· The structure could be improved by consolidating the overlapping content under more integrated subheadings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript is well-referenced, with numerous citations from the past 5–10 years. However, a few references are repeated (e.g., Nosheen et al., 2021; Bumandalai et al., 2019). Consider removing duplicates and ensuring formatting consistency.

A stronger emphasis on meta-analytical studies or reviews from more recent years (2021–2024) would further strengthen the evidence base.

International policies or global FAO frameworks on biofertilizer adoption can also improve the applied relevance.


	

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


	Generally, yes, but minor revision required. While the manuscript is readable and mostly coherent, several issues require attention:

· There are frequent sentence fragments, improper transitions, and inconsistent tenses.

· Redundancies and awkward phrasings reduce clarity (e.g., “biofertilizers form high-level microbial diversity in soil may outcome better productivity...”).

· Some colloquial phrasing should be revised to align with scientific norms.

A thorough professional language edit is recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	 The manuscript’s length is extensive; consider streamlining repetitive content (particularly in sections describing microbial processes and biofertilizer types).

 Figures, tables, or schematic representations would enhance readability, especially to visualize the nutrient cycles, microbial interactions, and comparative efficacy data.

 The conclusion and future directions section is sound but could be strengthened by including quantified adoption trends or commercialization data globally or in India.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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