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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

Study importance and background is need to
improve.

Treatments combinations are not clear from current
M&M section.

Data collection procedure not mention properly
Results presentation is not adequate.

Discussion is mostly not related to the study

1.Specific areas have been addressed. Limited
information is available on the use of this herbicide,
especially in peanut.

2.Combinations were not discussed in the M&M
section due to the number and various application
timings used. Thought it would be best to discuss
in the Results section when discussing control
and/or peanut tolerance.

3.Discussed in Section 2.4

4/5. Limited information is available on the use of
this herbicide especially in peanut; therefore,
discussion is limited.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




