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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 study emphasizes the need for parameter optimization to ensure safety and effective weed destruction. It also looks at avoiding soil overheating. The study provides a sustainable alternative to synthetic herbicides to avoid soil and water contamination.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3, it lacks some support references.
The last paragraph of the introduction is misplaced; it should be either before the previous one or in the discussion.

	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2. It is not explained how the field was prepared.
Photographs in Figure 1 are the same, delete one of them.

	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5. Figures 4, 5, and 6 could be enlarge for better reading.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	References are relevant and sufficient.
All references lack the DOI.
Some references are incomplete.
Some statements lack support references.
References of Datta, A., & Knezevic, S. Z.have the same year (2013). Similarly, references of Peerzada, A. M., & Chauhan, B. S. (2018).
The references Melander et al. (2019) and Datta and Knezevic (2021) are not listed.
The references Bernik et al. 2009, Kumawat et al. 2019, Lague et al. 2001, Mutch 2008, Parish 1990, Pelletier 1995, Peteinatos et al. 2014, Rifai et al. 1996, Slaughter et al. 2008, Stepanovicet al. 2016, and Wijayasingheet al. 2025 are not mentioned in the text of the manuscript.
Rating scale = 2
References that can be included:
Knezevic, S. Z. 2016. Flame weeding as an alternative tool for weed management in agronomic crops: Revisiting the old concept. Acta Herbologica 25(2):69-80. DOI:10.5937/ActaHerb1602069K.
Abhishek Upadhyay, Krishna Pratap Singh, K.B. Jhala, Mohit Kumar, Ali Salem. 2024. Non-chemical weed management: Harnessing flame weeding for effective weed control. Heliyon 10(12):e32776. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e32776.
Rajković, M., Malidža, G., Tomaš Simin, M., Milić, D., Glavaš-Trbić, D., Meseldžija, M., & Vrbničanin, S. 2021. Sustainable Organic Corn Production with the Use of Flame Weeding as the Most Sustainable Economical Solution. Sustainability 13(2):572. https://doi.org/10.3390/su13020572.



	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

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


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	YES, see comments above
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	NO
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