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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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1.  The manuscript is very important for scientific community. 
 
2.  The title of the article is suitable. 

 
3.  The abstract of the article is comprehensive. 

  
4. Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 
 
5. I think the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
 
6. References are sufficient, 55.6% of them is recent and 44.4% of them is old. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. Language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
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Optional/General comments 
1- In the abstract, over control must be deleted.   
2. In the introduction, fabaceae, papilionaceae, state, tonnes and per cent  must be written 
Fabaceae, Papilionaceae, State, tones and percent respectively.    
3- In results there are two ands among the Latin names of weeds  which found in the 
experimental site, must be deleted. 
4- The first line in 3.2 the word were must be written is. 
5- In researches the experiment must be repeated in the next season. 
6- Fig 1 must be mentioned before the two tables according to their appearance in the text. 
7- The rates of all herbicides used in the experiment must be written in the text and tables 
specially their mixtures.  
8- Results must be compared with the results of The previous researches. 
9- Important results must be discussed 
10- Discussion is insufficient. 
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