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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript is well-researched and provides significant progress in the field. It definitely provides a solid scientific record that is useful in the field. Its findings advance fundamental knowledge in the field. Its narrative is based on strong rationales. It discusses the statistical significance of numerical values. Its wording accurately reflects the findings and conclusions. Its data is relevant and supports the main conclusions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title “Role of Microbial Inoculants and Their Consortia in Enhancing Maize Yield and Soil Nutrient Availability Under Vertisol Conditions” may be changed to “Response of Maize Yield and Soil Nutrient Availability to Microbial Inoculants and Their Consortia Under Vertisol Conditions” as the latter title is compact and not lengthy. 
	

	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 needs to align more closely with the specific objective of the research, along with a brief hypothesis for conducting the research. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically absolutely correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors may incorporate more recent references. The rule of Thumb must be followed while citing references; 85% of the references used in the manuscript must be within a range of 85% of the present study.  
	

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


	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· More Keywords need to be added.
· The heading “Objectives” just after the “Introduction” section needs to be deleted, and the content of this section must be added at the end of the “Introduction” section. 
· The latitude and longitude of the research area must be included. 
· Duncan test must be carried out to represent the data statistically. 
· The results are discussed in a report format. The results must be discussed along with the plausible underlying reasons, and authors must cite previous studies against each result recorded. 
· Authors must include either graphs or tables to represent the results; neither should be added. 
· The conclusion section needs to be discussed in a more detailed way; it should not only represent what has already been discussed in under the “Results and Discussion” section. 
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The manuscript is conceptualised and executed very well, but it needs major revision.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were found in the manuscript. 
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