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	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.


	This study is part of the sustainable management of root-knot nematodes in mulberry cultivation. It promotes the use of biocontrol agents as an alternative to chemicals, most of which are banned. In this study, authors showed that Microbial consortia 1 (P. fluorescens + B. subtilis + L. lecanii) was the most effective treatment after 72 hours.
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	Yes, but authors must indicate directly the aim of the study. Corrections are made directly in the document.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the method section needs some details for the reproduction of the study.
· Where roots were sampled?

· How many eggs were there per plate?

· What is the characteristic of Velume Prime?

· The authors were able to determine the DL50 and DL90 of the filtrates of each bioagent.

· The 72-hour period used to evaluate the inhibitory effect of bioagent filtrates on the hatching of Meloidogyne incognita eggs is scientifically insufficient. Under best conditions, this period is 4 to 7 days. The authors could have evaluated it after 7 days of incubation.

· Etc.
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, but improvements are needed. The observations are directly stated in the document.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	

	PART  2: 



	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:
KOUAKOU Yadom Yao Francois Regis, Nangui Abrogoua University, Côte d’Ivoire
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

