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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 
 

 
The lack of correct grammar embedded throughout this manuscript precludes its 
inclusion in any serious journal. While the approach is interesting and information 
gleaned could be useful to farmers and other land managers in Jordan, its 
presentation is in need of serious improvement. Additional effort should be placed 
on more in depth discussion of your methodology. Finally, the sample size (farmers 
sampled) is extremely low and is not high enough to legitimately make any 
conclusions.  
 
 
 
 

In case of Grammer:  
 
Abstract Lines 8-19: Rewritten again. 
 
 
Introduction Line 29 modified by replicating (its). 
Introduction 35 + 36:  modified by adding (growth and already). 
Introduction 53: Presenting instead of present 
 
What more must added to this methodology ?  
 
Line 25: the added  
Line 38 + line 55: Since 
 
Line 44: Annuals and Perennials rather than annual and perennial. 
Line 53: Presenting hay prevents rather than present in hay prevent 
Yields instead of yield 
Line 60: Reported on rather than reported for / on the increase weed pressure 
Line 60: Stand rather than stands 
Line 61: The added 
Line 63: Potentially 
 
Line 64: of instead of during 
Line 66: goals ... are instead of goal is 
Line 67: to instead of of / to weed not weeds 
Line 69: Weed 
Line 70: Control deleted 
Line 75: at instead of in and of instead of in 
Line 77: ASL, types of the region are 
Line 86: at 
Line 97: for instead of on 
Line 101 +102: 21 days except in the winter, on / and similar in (Lines 135 
+137) 
Lines 104+105:Being instead of to be, at instead of in 
Line 111: of instead of for 
Line 112+114: wastewater  
Line113: With instead of about 
Line 116: Crops 
Line 116+ 117: ASL. The most predominant soils in this region are sand soil. 
Line 123: at 
Line 132: for instead of on 
Line 133: of instead of in 
Lines 139+142: being instead of to be/ at 
Line 148: to instead of in 
Line 150: in + farmers 
Line 152: areas instead of area and were instead of was 
Line 155: the 
Lines 159 + 161: winter annuals, summer annuals 
Lines 178+179: the 
Line 209: found 
Line 211: is 
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Line 222: Suffered  
Line 223: , 
 
Line 226: Survived instead of survive 
Line 228: Sources instead of source 
Line 241: Towards instead of Toward 
Line 243: weed 
Line 244: Change sentence 
Line 249 – 253: several changes 
In case of sample size (Lines 80, 83, 115, 120, 152): 
 
The first field survey in Wadi Dlayal was 19.15 ha and the final sampling 
questionnaire directed to 18.6 ha. The total land is 55 ha. The sampling % in 
both cases were 35 % and 34 % respectively. 
The second field survey in Kherbeh sides was 56.4 ha and the final sampling 
questionnaire directed to area of 56.4 ha. The total land was 370 ha. The 
percentages of sampling were 15.3 % in both cases. 
 
I think that sampling of 15 % was minimum and that make sense. I s not it ?   
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Cut changed to harvest 
Statistical formulas reviewed completely 
Numbers changed into letters (like 9 times changed to nine times) 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

I suggest the following: 
- Convert the article to data article instead of case study and remove the 

conclusion. 
- After publishing I will put the paper on my research gate page so please 

confirm your name as a reviewer or editor. 
- Cite from me to support Asian Journal 

 
 


