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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	· This research provides sustainable and eco-friendly alternatives to chemical nematicides for managing Meloidogyne incognita in black gram cultivation. 

· It contributes insights into the efficacy of botanical amendments in enhancing soil health and plant resistance. 

· The findings provides new ideas for the scientific community toward developing plant-based pest management strategies into modern agriculture for long-term ecological balance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Title is suitable according to manuscript. 
	

	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.


	· No, the abstract isn't comprehensive enough.
· It lacks information regarding proper timeline of experiments, lacks methods employed, lacks details of materials used for treatment and treatment protocol.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There many specific issues that hampers scientific flow of the manuscript. 
Few are here for examples: 

1. Method indicating use of only one variety of black gram i.e. IPU-2-43.  However, abstract and results were described for nine varieties (SBC-50, SBC-51, SBC-47, Manab, Beki, Kolong, Sonkush, SBC-40, ,and IPU-31). 
2. Soil sterilisation method is not mentioned. 

3. This step is not clear: chopped leaves of Polygonum hydropiper, Lantana camara, Datura sp, and Water hyacinth each @ 1.0% and 1.5% (w/w) along with control (nematode alone).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient and compared only with very similar type of studies. 
	

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


	Language quality is very poor throughout the manuscript. Few sentences are mentioned here for examples:
Introduction part:  

· Its seeds are highly nutritious with protein (25-26%), carbohydrates (60%), Fat (1.5%), Black gram can be grown in almost all agro-ecological conditions and also cultivated in almost all parts of India. Black gram comprises of all nutrients, which includes proteins (25-26%), carbohydrates (60%), fat (1.5%), minerals, amino acids and vitamins (Karamany, 2006). 

· The root-knot nematode, M. incognita affects a wide range of plants and is highly pathogenic to crops causing severe damage and reduction in yield The economic losses due to root-knot nematode, M. incognita were reported as up to 17–23, 21 and 14–29% in blackgram (Vigna mungo L.), chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.) and mungbean [Vigna 
adiate (L.) R. Wilczek], respectively (Kumar et al. 2020).).

Methods: 

· Out of the five replication, one root system from each treatment was kept aside of photograph. 

· For recording of shoots and roots, system were separately cut into small pieces packed in paper bags and kept in an oven at constant temperature of 60°C until a constant weight was obtained


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Manuscript lacking proper flow of experiments.
· It lacks major clarifications of method used for the use of black gram verities, soil sterilisation, sites of collection for botanical materials etc. 
· Poor language quality. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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