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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 (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.

	It is a good attempt to screen the cultivars for RKN resistance
The 6 cultivars are now known to susceptible and therefore not suitable for cultivation in soils prone to RKN

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The author investigated resistance not tolerance, therefore the title should be SCREENING OF BLACK PEPPER CULTIVARS FOR RESISTANCE TO  Meloidogyne incognita (Kofoid and White) (ROOT-KNOT NEMATODE)

	

	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 does not the reason for cultivars being susceptible,  No. of  galls, no eggmass, threshold for susceptibility or resistance should be included
In absence of resistant and moderately resistant cultivars, I thought the feasible recommendation should have been not to cultivate the 6 cultivars because will involve excessive use of factory synthetic nematicides
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Though scientifically correct, there is little information elucidated
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are too many for the work reported, cite the most recent and relevant
	

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

	The language is not proper and not correct, plants respond and not react
It is difficult for readers outside of plant pathology to follow what was being communicated by author
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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