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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 manuscript provides baseline information on the diversity, abundance, and distribution of plant-parasitic nematodes associated with rice ecosystems. The findings are significant because nematodes are new constraints to rice production in West Africa. By integrating field survey data, ecological characterization, and statistical analysis, this study advances understanding of nematode ecosystem relationships in tropical rice systems. The research also contributes important insight for designing future management strategies, including targeted control measures for pathogenic nematodes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, informative, and reflects the scope, objectives, and findings of the study. It specifies the crop, the organisms studied, and the geographical focus.
	

	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 adequately states the background, methods, main findings, and implications. However, it can be strengthened. Add one sentence clearly highlighting the significance of the study. Clarify which nematodes were dominant in which ecosystems for improved readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically ok. Some claims in the Discussion would benefit from referencing additional recent literature from West Africa or similar ecologies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and cover essential foundational nematology sources. Add some more recent references (2020–2024) on rice nematodes, particularly from Africa or tropical Asia.
	

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


	The language and English quality is good, however minor improvement is required, correct capitalization in section titles (e.g., “Material and Methods” instead of “material and methods”), reduce long sentences in the discussion for better clarity. Ensure consistent use of past tense when describing methods and results. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures are well chosen, but legends could be more descriptive, improve figuers quality. The tables are clear; however, ensure unit consistency (e.g., “100 ml of soil”, “5 g roots”). Consider adding a short paragraph on management implications for farmers or policymakers. The conclusion is ok but could briefly mention the practical value of molecular characterization, as highlighted in the abstract.
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