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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides significant insights into  the control of H. avenae on wheat using of fluopyram 34.48 % SC at 5ml/kg seed , Application of chemical significantly increased fodder  and grain yield at Bujhra, Madar and Nagda
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically robust, with a well-designed methodology and a clear presentation of results, the statistical analyses are not found, where references to prior studies could not  be more cohesively integrated.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a reference not found in the article , so it must be reviewed again 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are a lot of grammatical errors and awkward phrasing. Carefully read the manuscript and correct these mistakes. I have highlighted some mistakes in the manuscript file. Review it carefully
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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