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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 author of the manuscript should attend to the comments displayed in her reviewed manuscript and re-submit 
the corrected or amended document prior the paper to be accepted. 
I have listed below few of the comments need to be attended, but more comments are displayed in the 
manuscript: 

 
 Make sure to keep the consistency while referencing. 
 Use the degree’s symbol from the toolbar 
 Describe the quantity of the Nitrogen and Organic Carbon identified in the soils prior the experiment. 
 Shows the effect of various weed management practices on weed density (WD), weed dry weight (WDW), 

weed index (WI), and weed control efficiency (WEC) on Rabi onion at 60 DAT 
 Demonstrates the economic evaluation of the cost of cultivation (Rs/ ha) (such as Gross monetary returns 

per hectare (Rs/ha), Net financial returns (Rs/ha),…) 
 What are the recommendations or suggestions for future study related to your topic? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The content of the manuscript is scientifically good but the author will need to attend to the comments included in 
the manuscript. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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