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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.


	manuscript presents a timely and relevant contribution to agronomic research by examining the effects of pre- and post-emergence herbicide applications and the use of a novel inter-row herbicide applicator on the growth and yield performance of garden pea (Pisum sativum L.). In the context of increasing weed resistance and rising labour scarcity, such studies are of great importance for improving sustainable weed management strategies. The findings provide valuable insights for both researchers and practitioners, offering practical implications for pulse crop production and precision agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and scientifically appropriate. It accurately reflects the content and objectives of the study.
Minor suggestion: the phrase “Effect of Herbicide and Post Emergence Herbicide Applicator” could be slightly refined to “Effect of Pre- and Post-Emergence Herbicide Application Methods on…” to make it linguistically smoother and more precise
	

	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.


	abstract is well-structured, concise, and provides all the essential information, including background, methodology, results, and conclusion. The quantitative presentation of results enhances its clarity.
Minor recommendation: consider adding one sentence highlighting the statistical significance of key findings and another noting the practical implications of the results to make the abstract more impactful for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study is scientifically sound, the experimental design (RBD) is appropriate, and data analysis using ANOVA and LSD tests is correctly applied. The presentation of data in tables and figures is clear, and the discussion logically interprets the results in light of previous research.
It would, however, strengthen the paper if the authors expanded the discussion by emphasizing the comparative performance and operational efficiency of the Inter-Row Herbicide Applicator (IRHA) relative to manual weeding, as this represents the innovative aspect of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are adequate, up-to-date, and drawn from reputable international journals, with many citations from 2019–2025. To further enrich the literature base, the authors may consider adding one or two recent references focusing on innovative mechanical or precision herbicide applicators in pulse crops
	

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


	Overall, the English language is clear, scientific, and understandable. Nevertheless, minor stylistic editing is recommended to improve fluency and avoid repetitive expressions such as “was found significantly superior.” A light language polish by a native or professional editor would further enhance the readability and professional presentation of the article
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