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	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 presents a comprehensive review of new generation herbicides and their impacts on soil health and crop ecosystems. The topic is timely and relevant, considering the increasing global concern about sustainable agriculture, herbicide resistance, and environmental impacts of agrochemicals.
	

	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.


	1. The abstract is relatively long and dense, which may reduce readability. Many journals prefer abstracts between 150–250 words, while the current one appears longer. 
2. Briefly mention whether studies report minor, moderate, or significant impacts.
3. Mention herbicide groups instead of multiple individual compounds.
	

	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.
	1. Correct minor typographical errors in author names and spacing.

2. Ensure consistent formatting style for all references according to journal guidelines.

3. Consider including additional studies from diverse agroecological regions.

4. Verify one-to-one correspondence between in-text citations and reference entries.


	

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


	1. Minor grammatical inconsistencies.

2. Some sentences are overly long.

3. Occasional spacing issues (e.g., “Donget al., 2023”).
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	The authors should include:

1. Comparative summaries

2. Tables summarizing reported effects

3. Possibly meta-analysis outcomes from cited studies
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