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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

Comments on CJAST 49563:
1.

This is a uncritical review of research papers highlighting beneficial (only !) effects
of bio-fertilizers on growth and yields of various crops. In my opinion properly-
produced bio-fertilizers are not cheaper than NPK fertilizers and are ineffective
under field conditions, at least in Europe. If bio-fertilizers are so beneficial and cost-
effective Authors of this review should give some data on how much, e.g. in tons or
in money, bio-fertilizers are used in practical crop production.

2. This review quotes research articles with usually incorrect control treatments,
which should contain bio-fertilizers with killed microorganisms. Moreover, the
development (proliferation) microorganisms introduced with these preparations has
not been monitored in soils treated with them, therefore there is no prove that they
were active.

3. This review is based mostly on research papers from India, therefore | would
suggest to change the title of this article accordingly.
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