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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.


	The manuscript highlights the need for sustainable weed management in mung bean crop, where traditional methods are less effective. Since the weeds are serious competitors for resources with crop particularly under moisture stressed condition. In this regard author has evaluated the new generation herbicides in mung bean for seeking discernible yield improvement and effective weed management. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of manuscript can be modified as suggested in the text itself.
	

	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 of this manuscript is not properly written, it lacks clarity, and few suggestion have been put in the text. Furthermore, abstract should be brief highlighting major findings critically, which are seriously lacking in this manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references mentioned in reference list are missing in the text, also ensure that journal formatting guidelines are strictly adhered and uniformity in reference structure be maintained.
	

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


	 The manuscript is not properly written, it lacks coherence and there is 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction part lacks consistency and literary structure. Furthermore, author fails to maintain coherence in the text.

· In material and methods section author has mentioned categorization of weeds in different groups, but are nowhere in tables or results section.

· Result and discussion section fails to highlight the significant findings of the study and lacks proper reason and justification. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Intikhab Aalum Jehangir, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

