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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Due to serious concerns associated with the use of pesticides, alternatives strategies are being 
emphasized throughout the world for the management of insect pests. Therefore, the use of 
entomopathogenic nematodes can be one of the feasible alternatives to the detrimental chemicals. In this 
manuscript the authors have isolated, identified and tested the pathogenicity of native entomopathogenic 
nematode strains collected from Hyderabad, Telangana state. 
Although the manuscript provides some valuable information about the subject, but there are some points 
in the manuscript which need to be addressed before its final acceptance. 
The methodologies and protocols used to conduct survey and identify entomopathogenic nematode 
strains are adequate but lack consistency. The authors need to revise this section to make some of the 
statements meaningful and understandable.  
Results although presented in detail but requires some revision to clarify some of the statements. The 
authors are advised to squeeze the results by giving some important information and then referring to the 
tables which contained the information or data.  
Some of the statements and sentences of discussion are Non-seq. The conclusion also needs revision 
and the authors should make recommendations on the basis of their results.  
Some of the references do not conform to the style of the journal and therefore, should be corrected. 
Cross check all the references.  
The manuscript requires strict language editing. In some of the case there is no proper use of verbs, 
tenses, words, articles on numerous occasions.  
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