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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
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The present study was informative and it shows that hand weeding is the best method for
effective weed control, efficient nutrient uptake, nutrition depletion in weeds and increased
protein content in grain when compared to other chemical methods.
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the attempt was good with respect to research perspective. It is very much appreciated by
substantiating the results with proper reasons like why the protein content was increased in

the grain when hand weeding is done. Why it was comparatively less in chemical weed
control.
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