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PART 2: 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 authors obtained interesting scientific results thatare not enough discussed. Authors emphasized resultsfrom previous investigations, masking their valuablescientific results displayed through the experimentalevidences presented here.
Minor REVISION comments IntroductionLine 67, change small molecules by antimicrobial

peptides of low molecular weight.The main objective of the investigation is not clearlyexposed
Results and discussionThe section should be titled as RESULTS, because there isanother section including discussion of the results (seeDISCUSSION). There are some orthographic errors as:RESULTS AN (and) DISCUSSION. The English languagestyle should be revised.
3.1. Isolation and identificationSome introductory aspects correspond to material andmethods section. Explanations should emphasize theresults obtained.
3.2 Bacterial Isolates CharacterizationThe scientific writing style should be improved.Line 185. I suggest: The results obtained show that two
strains (MPB04, MPB115) produced cellulases. The
strains…produced proteases….(Table 3)
3.4. PCR Analysis and BLAST searchI think that the epigraph title should be improved; Isuggest something as Nucleotide sequences analysis and
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proteases gene identification.
3.5. Biocontrol of Meloidogyne incognita on Peper
VineThe scientific writing style should be improved (seeprevious observations in epigraph 3.2)
DiscussionLine 272. Does Bacillus subtilis secrete proteins orproteases enzymes in abundance?Line 279. Bacillus sp strains MPB04 and… instead of
Bacillus species strain…Line 282. I suggest, the cuticle of nematodes is rigid and
contains proteins and chitins…, so our results suggest that
the nematocidal activity displayed by Bacillus strains is
related with its proteolityc activity responsible of
nematode penetration by bacterial strains…

Optional/General comments English language should be review. The writing(scientific) style should be corrected.
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