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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 addresses an important issue in contemporary agriculture, particularly the growing need for eco-friendly alternatives to synthetic herbicides. The authors present a well-designed field study evaluating the herbicidal potential of commonly available organic acids and their impact on weeds, soil health, and a subsequent crop. The results are practically relevant and contribute useful information for sustainable and integrated weed management, especially in organic and natural farming systems. The study will be of interest to researchers, extension workers, and practitioners working in sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes. The title is clear, specific, and appropriately reflects the content and objectives of the study.


	

	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 is generally well written and adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, major findings, and conclusions of the study. Minor revisions are suggested to improve clarity, such as correcting small typographical errors and briefly mentioning the experimental design and replication. Including a short statement on soil safety and residual crop response would further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, methods of data collection, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the objectives of the study. Results are clearly presented and logically discussed with reference to existing literature. The conclusions are well supported by the data. Only minor clarifications and consistency checks are required in some sections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and sufficient, covering both foundational and recent literature. Most citations appropriately support the discussion. The manuscript could be slightly strengthened by including one or two more recent studies on organic or bio-based herbicides under field conditions, though this is not mandatory.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, minor grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and inconsistencies in formatting are present. A careful round of language editing and proofreading is recommended to improve overall readability and presentation.
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