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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 is important as it addresses the symbiotic effectiveness of indigenous rhizobial strains in soybean, a crop vital for protein and oil production. The study provides region-specific data from Chhattisgarh, which has not been widely explored, thus filling a crucial knowledge gap. By identifying high-performing rhizobial strains such as SR-74, the research contributes to sustainable agriculture, reducing dependency on chemical fertilizers. Moreover, it opens new avenues for developing bioinoculants tailored to local agro-climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable, but it could be made more concise and impactful. Suggested alternative:
“Symbiotic Effectiveness of Indigenous Rhizobial Strains Isolated from Soybean Cultivars under Chhattisgarh Agro-Climatic Conditions”
	

	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 covers objectives, methodology, and key findings effectively. However:

· It may be condensed slightly to avoid repetition of data already presented in tables/figures.

· Include a sentence on the broader implication (bioinoculant development and sustainable soybean production).

· Minor correction: use consistent spelling of “soybean” (not “soyabean”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is standard and well-described, and the results are supported by references. However, some sections (e.g., biomass accumulation study and leghaemoglobin analysis) could benefit from clearer linkage between results and literature. Adding more discussion on mechanisms of strain effectiveness would strengthen the scientific depth.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant, but some are outdated (e.g., Rao 1988, Giller 2001). Recent studies (2021–2024) have been cited, but more international references from Frontiers in Microbiology, Applied Soil Ecology, and Agronomy (2022–2024) on soybean–rhizobia interactions could be included to enhance global context.
	

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


	The English is generally understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence flow, and consistency. For example, phrases like “recorded the maximum” could be revised to “showed the highest”. Also, uniformity in tense (past tense for results) should be maintained.
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