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PART 1: Review Comments

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.

1. If the implemented design is split plot design, where are
the whole plot and sup-plot.

2. make sure about the data is analysed, and where is the
interaction for the studied factors. also, where are the LSD
values under p=0.05 for some table.

3. When discussing the results, only the transactions that
gave the highest and the lowest values were noted, without
mentioning the values, and it was noted that the results
were not discussed and interpreted.

4. The conclusion needs to be reviewed and shortened, as
should be mentioned the most important results and
recommendations

5. Add atable for Types of the weeds (Names of broad and
narrow leaf weeds) scattered in the experiment.

6. Add atable of herbicides used in the experiment.

7. Verify the references in the manuscript, in addition that
most of the references were old.

Is the title of the article
suitable?

(If not please suggest an
alternative title)

Title is not inclusive

(evaluate the impact of different herbicides and nitrogen
levels on weed control Accompanying of wheat crop
(Triticum Aestivum L.))

Created by: DR

Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




Review Form 3

Is the abstract of the article Its good but needs to make some modification and
comprehensive? Do you shortening by deletion of some points in this section.
suggest the addition (or
deletion) of some points in this
section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure Yes
of the manuscript appropriate?

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.

Are the references sufficient 1. the references Are sufficient,

and recent? If you have 2. References need to be updated as most of them are old.
suggestions of additional 3. some references Are Not mentioned in the Manuscript
references, please mention 4. There is reference ((Singh et al., 2015) [11] different from what
them in the review form. is

mentioned in the reference list

Min(;r REVISION comments

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

Optional/General comments
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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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