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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The study revealed Meloidogyne incognita as the only root-knot nematode species affecting common bean in the Eastern Dry Zone of Karnataka.  The correlation between nematode infections and soil physicochemical parameters was analysed leading to the identification of environmental factors that influenced nematode distribution in the study location. The results provide clues for designing root-knot nematode management strategies adapted to the study areas and beyond.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Include in the Result section, the Frequency of occurrence of M. incognita, otherwise, modify the title as for e.g. “Identification and distribution of Meloidogyne incognita in Common Bean Cultivation: A Case Study from Eastern Dry Zone of Karnataka, India”


	

	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.


	Methodology:

Sentence 1:  A roving survey was carried out in common bean fields, and root and soil samples were collected from plants and their rhizosphere.

Table 2 (columns 5 and 6) indicated that samples were collected from both infested and non-infested plants; therefore, I deleted “nematode-infested” mentioned in the line 2
Keywords

Legume crops, perineal patterns, Phaseolus vulgaris L., plant-parasitic nematodes, 
I replaced: Root-knot nematodes, common bean, Meloidogyne spp. But you can add: Root-knot nematode and Meloidogyne spp. if necessary You have 4 to 8 words keywords

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Introduction 
Page 2

- Paragraph 2: Sentences 1-2: revise: …. including pathogens and the following sentences….. are similar

2. Material and methods

2.1 Sample collection

Page 2

Line 1: delete “ Nematode-infested” because samples were collected from both infested and non-infested fields (see table 2 columns 5-6)

Page3
After Section 2.3.  As the data existed in the Table 2, insert a short sentence on the estimation of  Frequence of occurrence of M. incognita as follow: Prevalence = (number of samples having a particular nematode species /(number of samples examined) × 100. 

      Reference: Boag B., 1993. Standardization of ecological terms in Nematology. Fundamental and Applied Nematology, 16: 190-191.

Pages 3-4  Sections 2.4 and 2.5: 
The following part was previously mentioned in the Section 2.1: “villages of Eastern dry zone of Karnataka, India”, please remove it from the sections 2.4 and 2.5 and revise them accordingly.
Page 3
Section 2.4: Sentence 2: state clearly the nematode stages used for morphological identification
Results and discussion

General comments: the results were not sufficiently discussed.

Page 6

Revision of the subtitle as e.g.  3.4 Distribution and population density of other plant-parasitic nematodes across surveyed locations 

Line 1: insert ….. of …. Before “other plant…..”
“sp.” should not be in italic

Line 10:… most prevalent …. should be replaced because you were using population density, 

Page 7

The Subtitle 3.5 Morphological and Molecular Identification of Meloidogyne incognita should not be at the same rank/level as the Subtitles 3.6 and 3.7. They should be under 3.5.
 Section Morphological Identification of Meloidogyne incognita: how many females were used ?

 Section Molecular Confirmation of Common Bean Root-Knot Nematode: Line 2 check the subject of the verb “was”

Table. 6: Check if you have presented nematode data from roots? If not, Revise the title

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No,
Introduction

· Except Thompson et al., 2017 and Viguiliouk et al., 2017 , all other references are more than 10 years

· References are not sufficient: e.g. Paragraph 2 Sentences 1-2; Paragraph 5 Sentence 3
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Throughout the manuscript, please be consistent in the spelling of these words according to the sentences:
“Population” with and without “s”

“Root-knot nemtaode” with and without “s”

The discussion needs to be improved 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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