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Review Form 1.7

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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses the impact of herbicidal
weed management on the yield attributes and yield of kodo millet. This research provides valuable
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? insights into effective weed control strategies in millet cultivation, which is crucial for enhancing crop
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) productivity and supporting sustainable agriculture practices.
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? The title of the article is suitable as it accurately reflects the content and focus of the research. It
(If not please suggest an alternative title) clearly indicates the subject matter and key variables examined in the study.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? The abstract of the article is comprehensive and provides a concise overview of the research. It
includes the objective, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, | suggest adding a
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? sentence at the end of the abstract to highlight the practical implications of the findings or the
potential applications of the research in the context of kodo millet cultivation.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. The paper follows a logical
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of organization, with clear headings and subheadings that facilitate the understanding of the content.
additional references, please mention in the review form. The structure allows readers to navigate through the different sections of the paper easily.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The research design, methodology, and data
additional suggestions/comments) analysis are robust, and the results are supported by the data presented. However, | recommend

providing more specific information about the weed species encountered in the experimental area

and their impact on kodo millet growth and yield. This additional information will enhance the

scientific accuracy and contextual understanding of the study.

The references provided are relevant and contribute to the literature on weed management and

millet cultivation. However, | suggest adding a few more recent references, especially those

published within the last five years, to ensure the inclusion of the most up-to-date research in the

field. Additionally, consider including references that specifically focus on herbicidal weed

management in kodo millet or other millet crops.

Minor REVISION comments The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.

However, some minor language and grammatical errors are present throughout the manuscript.

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Conducting a thorough proofreading and editing process will improve the overall language quality
communications? and ensure the clarity and coherence of the manuscript.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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