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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. Abstract- Abstract should be a detailed and brief description. Reduce unwanted 
extra information. Keywords should be related to the research works 

2. Introduction- Write the introduction more effectively. For example, Includes 
previous research work on weeds for cattle production and major weeds status in 
respective regions and merits and demerits of particular weed species. 

3. Materials and methods - In General, the Materials and Methods are lacking details 
about the climatic and weather condition of the research regions. write down the 
proper procedure for weed data collection and analysis. 

1. The result and discussion are good and need some more review for the evidence 
of the research work. 

 Tables- Reduce the number of tables and merge similar tables. 
 Conclusion - Write the conclusion more effectively and briefly within one para 
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