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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

1. No outbreak, Itis because no research of such has been carried
INTRODUCTION around the area and local farmers have been complaining of lost
what is the background to doing research at FARMLANDS AROUND KWARE LAKE? crops

Has there been an outbreak of nematode disease?
What is the impact caused by nematode parasites?

Add related data 2. Location map has been added

3. The table shows prevalence of nematode species. There is no need
MATERIALS AND METHODS for cluster analysis
add location map 4. Photos has been added

state the name of the location and show it on the map
when was this research carried out

RESULTS

Number isolated from each soil sample not explained in the method
My advice: use cluster analysis or correspondence analysis
Improve the unit usage

Diversity indexes are not listed in the method

DISCUSSION

add photos of nematodes found

what does it mean if a lot is found Meloidogyne spp
what does diversity index of 1.77 mean?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? L
No ethical issues
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