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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 demonstrates that seed biopriming with the MPKV bacterial consortium can enhance cowpea germination, plant growth, nodulation, and seed yield while allowing a 25% reduction in recommended N and P fertilizer without compromising performance. The work supports sustainable intensification by improving nutrient-use efficiency and boosting beneficial microbial populations (Rhizobium, PSB, KMB) in the rhizosphere. Given cowpea’s role in food and nutritional security across semi-arid regions, these findings provide a practical, eco-friendly approach that can be scaled to reduce input costs and environmental footprint.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The current title accurately reflects the crop, intervention (seed biopriming with MPKV bacterial consortium), and the measured outcomes (growth and yield). No change suggested.


	

	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 comprehensive, stating the objective, location/season (College of Agriculture, Pune; kharif 2024), treatments, key quantitative outcomes (e.g., germination 95.43%, plant height and root length at flowering/harvest, nodules, pods plant⁻¹, 1000-seed weight, seed yield), and the sustainability implication (25% RDF saving). We will ensure uniform unit formatting (e.g., ‘g plant⁻¹’) and consistent use of significant digits. No content needs deletion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The experimentation compares biopriming treatments (consortium and reference strains) under graded RDF levels and reports statistically supported differences (SE+, CD at 5%) for growth, yield attributes, seed quality, and microbial populations. The interpretation aligns with known mechanisms (biological N fixation, P solubilization, K mobilization, and phytohormone-mediated growth).
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	References are adequate and include recent citations (e.g., 2022) alongside foundational studies (2009–2020). We will proofread minor formatting inconsistencies and expand with additional recent primary literature in revision if requested by reviewers.
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	Overall language is clear and suitable. We will correct minor typographical issues (e.g., stray spaces/hyphens, occasional capitalization) and ensure consistency in abbreviations (RDF, PGPR) and units throughout.
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