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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 
 

 
This manuscript presents an interesting research that 
provides relevant information about weed management 
and selectivity of herbicides in peanut. A general 
overview about the topic has been provided in the 
Introduction. Likewise, appropriated details are 
described in the ‘Materials and Methods’ section. 
Furthermore, the ‘Results and Discussion’ presents 
informative tables that show essential data about the 
research, which has been well-written and appropriately 
compared to previous studies about this theme. 
Therefore, taking into consideration the novelty and 
great-value research conducted and presented in this 
manuscript, I believe it might bring great value to the 
Journal of Experimental Agriculture International, which 
would be recommended to be published as an Original 
Research Article. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors should consider including more up-to-date 
literature in the ‘Results and Discussion’ section, enhancing 
therefore the comparison of their results with recent 
literature. 
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