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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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it contributes to the development of environmentally friendly strategies for managing root-knot nematodes, a major constraint in tomato production worldwide. By combining molecular identification with greenhouse pot experiments, the study provides reliable evidence on the effectiveness of Bacillus thuringiensis and Trichoderma harzianum as biological control agents. The results highlight the synergistic potential of bacterial–fungal combinations to suppress Meloidogyne incognita while enhancing plant growth. Overall, the work supports the advancement of sustainable nematode management and offers a scientific basis for further field-level and mechanistic studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title: ″Using Bacillus thuringiensis and Trichoderma harzianum in managing root-knot nematodes (Meloidogyne incognita) on tomato under pot conditions″ is suitable for the article, as it clearly reflects the main organisms studied, the target pest, the host plant, and the experimental conditions.
	

	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 is, in general, comprehensive and reflects the aim of the study, the methodology, and the main results. It effectively highlights the use of Bacillus thuringiensis and Trichoderma harzianum, the molecular identification approach, and the key findings regarding gall index, reproduction factor, and plant growth parameters. 

· A minor improvement is recommended, as specified in alongside the text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is, in general, scientifically sound and of interest to the scientific community. The experiments involving the use of Bacillus thuringiensis and Trichoderma harzianum and the evaluation of nematode infestation on tomato plants are appropriate and relevant. The methodology is clearly described, and the results appear to be consistent with the data presented. 
· However, some minor aspects could benefit from clarification and additional references, such as details on replication, statistical analysis, and consistency in reporting units or measurements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally relevant and cover the main topics of the study. However, some cited sources are relatively old, and a few recent studies on the use of Bacillus thuringiensis and Trichoderma harzianum in nematode management could strengthen the discussion and provide updated context. 

· Is recommended, adding more recent references (from the last 5 years) on molecular identification techniques, biocontrol efficacy, and tomato–nematode interactions, if it possible
· Additionally, some references are incomplete. Moreover, there are minor errors in word accuracy that should be corrected to improve the precision and quality of the references.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are adequate for scientific communication. Most sentences are understandable, and the scientific terms are used correctly.
·  However, there are occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and minor inconsistencies, which are noted [in the right margin of the text (article)] to improve clarity and overall presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is suitable for publication after minor revision, as specified in alongside the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical issues in the manuscript. However, it would be useful for the authors to specify adherence to safety protocols for handling microorganisms and nematodes, as well as transparency regarding authors’ contributions and any potential conflicts of interest.
	


Reviewer details:

GLIGA Olesea, Moldova State University, Republic of Moldova

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


