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	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 study is relevant to sustainable agriculture, especially in legume management. It connects biological N fixation and essential micronutrient (Mo) use. The approach is common in pulse research; however, its originality lies in the levels tested and its combination with RDF. conclude that this manuscript has good relevance but moderate originality.
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	The current title is understandable.
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	It describes the treatments, results, and conclusion well. However, it is too long and detailed (e.g., it repeats numerical data that could be summarized). Recommendation: Make it more concise, emphasizing the main practical results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is partial. The methodology clearly describes the design (RBD, 3 replicates, 9 treatments). However, some details are missing: soil and climate conditions (rainfall, soil texture, pH), Rhizobium inoculation method, Mo source and formulation, and statistical analysis (significance test used). Recommendation: Include this information to ensure reproducibility.
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	The references are adequate, but few are recent (predominance of older works). Recent articles on biofertilizers and micronutrients in pulses should be included.
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	The English used is understandable and scientific, but professional linguistic editing or proofreading by a native speaker is recommended before publication in order to adapt the manuscript to the standard expected in international scientific journals.
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	The study is relevant and presents consistent results, but needs adjustments in the introduction, methodology, discussion and language.
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