Response to reviewers

I am writing to you as a response to expert referees that reviewed our edited manuscript.

“Isoflavone content and antioxidant activity of soybean inoculated with plant-growth promoting rhizobacteria”

Upon resubmission we provide:

•       our revised manuscript including supplementary files (Figure 3.)
•       a clear list of our response to Editor/Reviewer comments (Reviewers’ comments and questions were marked in red).


Authors are very grateful for the opportunity to correct mistakes and hope that we could provide explanation to all comments that are connected with the manuscript.

Looking forward to hearing from you.


Yours sincerely,

Biljana Kiprovski






Reviewer B:
Are the nomenclature and units in accordance to SI?

This comment is similar to the previous:

line 132: As far as I know, Unit U is not SI?

We answered:

It is absolutely true. SI is katal, but U is used to express the activity of PAL enzyme in our protocol and we have never had objections in expressing enzyme activity in such way in our previously published papers.


Reviewer C:

Is the quality of the figures (including legends and axes labelling)
satisfactory?:
        no
And general comment: change table III and correct typos


Authors changed Table III into Figure III and hope that it would be more suitable for presentation of the obtained results.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Also, authors made language editing.
