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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 manuscript presents valuable findings on the in-vitro efficacy of various biocontrol agents and microbial consortia in inducing juvenile mortality of Meloidogyne incognita in mulberry. Given the increasing demand for eco-friendly pest management strategies in sericulture, especially in India, the study is timely and relevant. The use of microbial consortia demonstrates a synergistic approach to nematode control, offering potential field-level applications for sustainable nematode management. The research is technically sound, and the data is well-analyzed using appropriate experimental design (CRD). Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to the existing literature on biological nematode control.
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	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and is well-framed.


	

	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.
	The abstract is informative and well-structured. It is recommended to briefly mention the number of treatments and replications used in the study. Also, the conclusion can be made more precise.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid and methodologically sound. The results are clearly presented and supported by statistical analysis.
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	The references are mostly relevant and adequately cited. However, incorporating a few more recent studies (2020–2024) on biocontrol-based nematode management could further strengthen the literature support.
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	The language is generally understandable but would benefit from professional editing for grammar, sentence structure, and clarity.
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	Authors may consider consolidating data tables and visualizing key results via graphs for improved presentation.
- A flowchart of methodology or a graphical abstract would enhance clarity and reader engagement.
- Include a short section on future scope or possible field validation.
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