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PART  1: Comments 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. 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. 
 

By understanding and catalouging the species of parasitic nematodes, researchers can identify which nematodes are 
most damaging to cotton crops. This will help in determining the extent of yeild losses caused by nematodes. Knowing 
specific nematodes present enables the development of targeted and more effective control strategies such as use of 
resistant varieties or appropriate nematicides. The manuscript will enable to design suitable sustainable IPM programs 
that minimize chemical usage. Farmers can adopt better cultivation practices improving soil health. The inventory 
contributes to understanding soil biodiversity and ecological interactions. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

Minor change as suggested in reviewed requires  

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. 

Yes, comprehensive but required some modifications.  I gsuggest Required modifications  in the review report   

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes. There is 83 p.c. of correctioness of writing.  

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

Yes, references are sufficient  

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

 

yes  

Optional/General comments 
 

There is 7 p.c. of plagiarism. The authors need to reduce this below 5 p.c.  
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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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