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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 study provides baseline information on plant-parasitic nematodes associated with banana in Dadin Kowa, Gombe State, Nigeria, where such data are limited. The findings improve understanding of nematode distribution and dominance under tropical banana production systems. The results are valuable for researchers and practitioners developing sustainable nematode management strategies to enhance banana productivity.
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	The references used in this manuscript are generally adequate and relevant to the study objectives. They include both classical and recent studies, providing a solid theoretical and methodological foundation for the research. Although some older references are cited, they are seminal works that remain important in nematology, while the inclusion of recent studies (2019–2024) ensures the manuscript reflects current scientific knowledge.
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	The manuscript addresses an important topic in plant nematology and provides useful baseline information on plant-parasitic nematodes associated with banana in a less-studied region. The objectives are clearly stated, and the methodology is generally appropriate for achieving the study aims. The results are clearly presented and supported by relevant tables, making the findings easy to follow. With minor improvements in language consistency, statistical presentation, and formatting, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
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