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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This is a research paper that demonstrates the importance of soil microorganism to plant 
protection. 
Firstly, I would like thank you for the consider my considerations about the paper: 

1- A specialist should revise the English Grammar.  
2- The paper brings important information relating to plant protection by soil 

microorganism. 
3- If the author have some statistical data about data shown in Table 1, 2 and 3 it will 

be important to validate the results and conclusion of paper. 
4-  The article is very important to lead a sustainable agriculture. 
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1. List of references need to be revised  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Acceptable with revision. 
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