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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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it highlights how phosphorus levels and biofertilizers (PSB and AM fungi) synergistically enhance the growth, yield, and economic benefits of irrigated blackgram.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title, "EFFECT OF PHOSPHORUS LEVELS, PHOSPHORUS SOLUBILIZING BACTERIA AND AM FUNGI ON GROWTH YIELD AND ECONOMICS OF IRRIGATED BLACKGRAM," provides valuable information; however, it is somewhat lengthy and could be streamlined for better readability. Proposed alternative titles include: "Phosphorus and Biofertilizer Management for Enhanced Growth, Yield, and Profitability of Irrigated Blackgram."


	

	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 article's abstract is informative and encompasses essential elements—objectives, methodology, findings, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically valid regarding its experimental design, methodology, and interpretation of the results. Below are my observations: 

Positive Aspects: 

Experimental Design: The implementation of a Randomised Block Design (RBD) featuring 12 treatments and 3 replications is suitable for field experiments in the field of agronomy. The incorporation of biofertilizers (PSB and AM fungi) alongside varying phosphorus levels is both scientifically justified and pertinent. 
Results & Analysis: The manuscript presents quantitative results (including plant height, LAI, nodules, yields, and economic factors), indicating effective data collection and analysis. The distinction made between growth parameters (T12) and economic returns (T11) is rational and offers a well-rounded recommendation. 
Conclusion: The conclusion aligns with the results, advocating for the application of 40 kg P₂O₅ in conjunction with biofertilizers to achieve optimal economic returns.
Areas That May Require Verification: Units and Values: The seed yield of "102 kg ha⁻¹" mentioned in the abstract appears to be unusually low for blackgram cultivated under irrigated conditions; it could potentially be a typographical error (possibly 1020 kg ha⁻¹?).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is typically sufficient and encompasses multiple recent studies (2022–2025) that are directly pertinent to blackgram, PSB, and AM fungi. Nevertheless, to enhance the mechanistic foundations and wider applicability, I suggest incorporating recent synthesis/meta-analytic papers from 2017 to 2025 that focus on PSB/AMF synergy, frameworks for phosphorus-use efficiency (4R nutrient stewardship), and literature on soil test–crop responses specific to Indian conditions. Furthermore, it is advisable to reference a methodological source for economic (B:C) calculations along with the particular price year utilized.
	

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


	The quality of English is satisfactory for academic communication; however, slight language refinement—such as sentence restructuring, improved transitions, and uniform formatting—would improve both readability and the academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	--
	


	PART  2: 



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



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NA

	


Reviewer details:

Vikas Sharma, Swami Keshwanand Rajasthan Agricultural University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

