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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 manuscript is significant to the scientific community as it demonstrates the synergistic role of Azospirillum brasilense and Pseudomonas fluorescens in improving chilli growth and yield under reduced fertilizer inputs. The study highlights the potential of PGPR consortia to enhance nutrient use efficiency while minimizing dependence on chemical fertilizers. These findings contribute valuable insights toward sustainable and eco-friendly nutrient management strategies in crop production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	 Quantitative results (e.g., % yield increase or fertilizer reduction) should be included.

 Mention pot culture condition explicitly to avoid field-scale ambiguity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Materials and Methods:

1. Inconsistent Treatment Codes

· Control is referred to as T1, T0, and T1 again in different sections.

· Standardize treatments consistently (preferably T1–T8 throughout).

2. Inoculum Description

· Cell concentration written as “1x1 09cfu ml⁻1” → should be 1 × 10⁹ CFU ml⁻¹.

· Strain codes (DSA-6, DSP-3) appear later but are not introduced earlier.

3. Mercuric Chloride Use

· Mention safety precautions or replace with commonly accepted alternatives (e.g., sodium hypochlorite).

· Ethical/environmental concern should be briefly addressed.

4. Statistical Analysis

· Software used (e.g., R, SPSS, SAS) should be mentioned.

· Clarify whether assumptions of ANOVA were tested.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Several grammatical errors such as incorrect subject–verb agreement (e.g., “Pot experiment were conducted” instead of “Pot experiments were conducted”).

Typographical errors in numerical expressions and units (e.g., “1x1 09cfu ml⁻¹” instead of “1 × 10⁹ CFU ml⁻¹”; “tones/ha” instead of “tonnes ha⁻¹”).

 Inconsistent use of scientific nomenclature, including occasional omission of italics for genus and species names.

Repetition of words and awkward sentence constructions that reduce readability in the Introduction and Discussion sections.

Inconsistent capitalization of technical terms (e.g., plant growth promoting rhizobacteria vs. Plant Growth-Promoting Rhizobacteria).

Occasional unclear or lengthy sentences that would benefit from simplification and restructuring.
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