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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract – Fumaria parviflora is not full Latin name. Right is Fumaria parviflora Lam. 
                – Chenopodium album is not full Latin name. Right is Chenopodium album L. 
 
Introduction – very long. Shorten. 
                      – authors Singh and Bhan (1999) are not in References. 
 
Result and discussion – there is no reference to tables 1 and 2 in the text. 
                                       – Cyperus rotundas is not full name. Right is Cyperus rotundas L. 
                                       – Asphodelus tenuifolius is not full name. Right is Asphodelus         

tenuifolius Cav. 
                                       – repair all Latin names of species in the text. 
                                       – Table 1 and 2 - It is not mentioned statistics. Why? - they were 

three repeats. 
                                       – authors Singh et al. (2014) are not in References. 
 
Conclusion – very short (only 2 sentences).  
                     – in the text is given: Significant higher yield.... I did not see the statistics in the 

tables. What statistics? 
 
References – sort alphabetically. 
                     – Sharma et al. (2004), Naik et al. (2003), Roder et al. (2009), Sandyan (1989) 

are not cited in the text.                  
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Optional/General comments 
 

  

 


