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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments
Title: Not ok. Need to be revised.

Abstract: Important information is absent. From abstract, it is hard to understand
about the study treatments.

Introduction: Study background information is not adequate. Study objectives are
not clear.

Materials and methods: Data collection procedure is not clear.

Results and discussion: Not sufficient data. There is no weed data present. Results
presentation style is not good. There are no treatments comparisons. Discussions
are not adequate or not relevant to the results.

Grammar mistakes throughout the manuscript. There is no continuation of
information.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

| see the novelty of the study presented in this manuscript but the major problem is the lack
of sufficient data and poorly written manuscript. | have some specific comments on
manuscript pdf version.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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