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	Author’s Feedback (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 holds an important position in the scientific community as it addresses challenges affecting one of the world’s most vital crops (wheat). Furthermore, it classifies the associated weeds, facilitating the development of effective control strategies. Notably, the research spans two years of interrelated studies, making it a significant and sustained scientific effort rather than a one-time investigation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is suitable and matched the content of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	The abstract was also suitable and not deletion is required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the introduction part, author need to add the purpose of the study as I observed it was missing. Secondly, the discussion section is grossly inadequate, fewer citations were quoted and even those cited are outdated. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author should thoroughly cross-check all references and ensure they conform to the most recent acceptable referencing style.
	

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


	English is sufficiently and can be comprehended easily. 
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	Manuscript was written properly but need some improvements for  acceptance. 
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