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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 topic is up to date and it is generally a question nowadays how is it potentially possible to increase plant growth reducing synthetic fertilizers in agricultural production by using beneficial microbial communities. Olive culture represent a significant production as the demands of olive oil currently increases. The authors organized very well the sections and using appropriate Figures to highlight the focal points.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 well organized and comprehensive.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are no problem with the references.
	

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


	English quality is acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please state the impact of this research for example,it will be beneficial to the reader if the manuscript could provide some information about the importance of using microbial fertilizer instead of chemical. 

Pease provide a detailed description of the inoculum preparation procedure.Authors should include information about how bacterial suspension was prepared, including the growth conditions, culture medium, incubation time, and any washing or dilution steps prior to inoculation.

The exact bacterial density used for inoculation should be clearly stated (e.g., CFU mL⁻¹ or OD value and its corresponding CFU). Please indicate how the density was determined and whether it was verified by plating or another quantification method.

More details about the experimental setup are needed. Specifically, please clarify: the number of trees per treatment, the number of biological replicates used in the experiment, the number of technical replicates performed for each measurement or assay.

The main concerns about the manuscript is the use of LSD method of analysis, which s generally considered acceptable for preliminary studies with few groups. The authors used the LSD test for mean comparisons among 5 groups. LSD is generally not recommended when comparing more than three or four groups, as it increases the risk of Type I error. I would recommend to replace the LSD test with Tukey’s HSD test, which provides a more robust adjustment for multiple comparisons.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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