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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.

	
The manuscript examines how major black pepper cultivars react to the root knot nematode Meloidogyne incognita, and it shows that every variety is affected. The findings underscore the absence of resistant germplasm and emphasize the significance of thorough screening and improved nematode management strategies in black pepper cultivation.
	

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

	The article title is almost accurate.
Alternate titles are also possible, such as 
“Evaluation of Black pepper cultivars for Susceptibility to 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.

	There are a few points that can be included in the article, including::-
1. There are other ways to manage Black Pepper species.
2. Nematode multiplication is hindered by the absence of environmental factors and favourable conditions.
3. Pepper farming can be discussed in terms of eco-friendly practices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has a scientific basis and a logical structure. The methodology is suitable for a varietal screening study against Meloidogyne incognita.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the references are scientifically relevant, they are not sufficiently recent. There are few references from 2018-2023, and the cited ones are older (1977-2013).
The manuscript requires the inclusion of some recent references.
	

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

	The manuscript's scientific content is accurate, but there are several issues with the English language.
Although the manuscript can be comprehended, it requires professional editing for scholarly communication.
· Repetitive parts can be removed.
· The table's layout and subheading.
· Grammatical errors
· Scientific names need to be formatted appropriately.
· The sentence has been shortened and made more clear.
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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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