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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 addresses an important gap in the standardization of seed bio-priming protocols for barnyard millet (Echinochloa frumentacea), a highly adaptable but underutilized small millet. The findings provide practical insights into optimizing microbial combinations and priming durations to improve seed physiological quality. Such standardized protocols can enhance seedling vigor and yield potential, which is critical for sustainable millet production in marginal environments. Moreover, this work contributes to the growing body of knowledge on plant growth-promoting bacteria (PGPB)-based bio-priming, with potential applications in other cereals and climate-resilient cropping systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative and relevant. However, it can be made more concise.
Suggested alternative title: "Standardization of Microbial Bio-Priming for Enhancing Seedling Vigor in Barnyard Millet (Echinochloa frumentacea) var. MDU 1"
	

	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 adequately summarizes the study but can be slightly improved by:

· Adding a brief statement on the practical implications (e.g., potential field-level applications).

· Including a specific conclusion highlighting the novelty (e.g., "This study establishes a standardized bio-priming protocol using Azophos + Pseudomonas fluorescens at 20% for 8 hours for barnyard millet.")


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experimental design, methodology, and statistical analysis appear scientifically sound. The interpretations are logical and well-supported by data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant. However, the inclusion of recent research (2020–2025) on bio-priming and millet enhancement would strengthen the discussion. 
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English. A few sentences in the Introduction and Discussion could be rephrased for improved flow and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The Discussion could briefly touch upon field applicability of the findings for farmers in marginal areas.


	


	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? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Manish Kumar Vijay, ICFRE-Tropical Forest Research institute, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

