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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The science is good, but the authors are in the way they write (which makes one 
wonder about their experiments). In vitro can be written as is or in italics, but the 
authors have used: In vitro, In-vitro, In vitro, in-vitro, in vitro, in vitro.  Similarly, they 
write out Scutellonema or abbreviate it at random. And they write 30 g , but 0.1g. The 
names of chemicals used are written with a capital or without it. And so on. Language 
problems one can understand, but these inconsistencies are unacceptable. There 
were so many of them that some might have escaped me. Many improvements have 
been suggested in the text. I cannot trust the authors with the corrections so I ask that 
the revised manuscript be resubmitted. 
 
The References need to be carefully checked.  Some journal names are abbreviated, 
others not (another inconsistency). 
 
The science was good, but the language poor with many mistakes. I recommend that the 
manuscript be accepted after revision and resubmission. The report and manuscript with 
track changes. 
 

 
In errors in in vitro have been corrected and made uniform.  
On Scutellonema abbreviation: The correction is noted and applied. For the 
most part, we tried to maintain full name in the beginning of sentences.  
Space between figures and unit is maintained throughout the document 
 
Corrections and revision have been made in track changes. 
 
Zotero reference manager has been used for the referencing to minimize errors 
 
 
Thank you. The language and writing style have been addressed.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 


