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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript gives valuable information about the correlation between soil physical and chemical characteristics and the density of plant-parasitic nematodes in the rhizosphere zone of pepper plants. Its emphasis on nematode dynamics provides research implications for farmers and crop researchers in Niger State, Nigeria. The manuscript is of interest because it addresses a topic often overlooked when considering the challenges of tropical agriculture: crop protection. Besides, it covers the need for sustainable pest control, which is more critical now due to various challenges that affect agricultural production from soil health.
	

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

	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, to improve clarity and make it more impactful, I suggest an alternative:
· "Influence of Soil Properties on Plant-Parasitic Nematode Abundance in the Rhizosphere of Pepper Plants in Niger State, Nigeria" This revised title emphasizes the key variables and makes the geographical focus clearer, which could attract a more targeted readership.

	

	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 clear but could benefit from more detailed results and their implications. I recommend adding more detail on the key findings and the statistical significance of the results. Consider including specific results about how soil properties such as pH, organic matter content, and moisture affected nematode abundance. This will give readers a clearer sense of the manuscript's contributions.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections are generally appropriate, but some areas require further development. For instance, the Materials and Methods section could benefit from a more detailed description of the sampling method used. 
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, as it presents robust field data and appropriate statistical analyses to support its conclusions. The use of well-established methods for nematode identification and soil analysis is commendable. The research contributes significantly to understanding the factors affecting nematode populations in tropical soils, which is vital for developing region-specific crop management strategies. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate and relevant but could be updated with more recent studies, particularly in the area of soil health and nematode management. I recommend including more citations from the last five years, especially research on the influence of biological soil properties and the interaction between nematodes and beneficial soil organisms.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
The language is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication, though there are occasional awkward phrases. I suggest minor revisions for grammatical clarity, especially in the introduction and discussion sections. A thorough proofreading will improve the overall readability. For example, some sentences in the results section are overly long and could be simplified for better clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments

	

Overall, the manuscript is a valuable contribution to the field of agricultural nematology and is suitable for publication as a book chapter.
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