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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 
 
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? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1 . The manuscript is important as it shows in a simple and practical way the convenience of the 
combined use of weed control techniques for turmeric.   
 
2. A change of the title of the article is suggested, as there is an online document with the same 
name. ( 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/324235899_Integrated_weed_management_in_turmeric/li
nk/60868d078ea909241e266447/download?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1Ymxp
Y2F0aW9uIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uIn19 )  
 
3. TheSummaryIs Comprehensive Enough 
 
3. Itissuggestedtochangethe experimental designtothe final section and 
explicitlymentionthestatisticaltestsusedforthe data analysis. Perhapsimplementsome box-and-
whiskergraphsto show thedeviationsfromthe data obtained, sincethedispersionofthe data isnotclear.  
 
5. Itissuggestedthattheydiscusstheirresults in a more in-depthway, notjustreferenceauthorswith 
similar orcontrastingresults. Thereis no comparisonbetweenthe active 
compoundsoftheothertreatments.  
 
7. References are ok. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 

1. ok 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
Please use international metric systems and global reference currency such as the dollar or the 

euro 
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 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) 

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

 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Esteban David Rosero Hernandez 

Department, University & Country Universidad De Antioquia, Colombia 

 

 
 


