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Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The aim of this study is very necessary and practical, in an attempt to reduce the most
dangerous pests (weeds) that threaten agricultural crops. It is important to conduct this type of
study to achieve the highest quality and quantity of agricultural crops. To meet the increase in
population worldwide

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Comparative efficacy of new herbicide and micronutrient on weed control efficiency in scented
and hybrid rice (Oryza sativa L.)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.

| suggest that deletion this sentence (Result revealed that weed flora, weed dry weight,
weed fresh weight, dry weight and weed control efficiency.) or rephrase it with the next one

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Some of them need modifications that | mentioned in the manuscript.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The manuscript is scientifically weakness, It is better for the researcher to diversify his
scientific writing. When the entire scientific paper is written in one style, this is not good, and
ultimately leads to the weakness of the paper. Also, It is necessary to point out the results of
the second year. | don't see the results of the second year at all in the text or graphs, this is
absolutely not correct. The results of scientific research must be for at least two years.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The manuscript is lacking in scientific references. Please add more scientific references.

Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Yes, it is suitable.

Optional/General comments
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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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