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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 review describe the crop weed interference in sunflower with weed management practice with special emphasis on herbicide based management, herbicide resistance in sunflower and its consequences and broomrape in sunflower. The MS is well written and provided with sufficient information to justify the objectives of writing review. On technical ground MS is very good and suitable for potential publication with minor revision.  
Sunflower is a day neutral crops grown in three season in India and also in sub-tropical and semi-arid regions of the world hence variation in the weed flora is expected. Besides that, being non-branching and non-tillering [for most commonly grown varieties] crop weed are expected to be major concern. The information in intercropping sunflower with other crops is lacking need to be considered. The season and location should also reflect wherever possible in MS as it has profound effect on sunflower-weed interference. 


	


PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)
	

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the paper? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	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 = Good
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good


	

	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
	4 = Good
	

	5. Are the objectives clearly stated?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	7. Is the literature review recent?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	8. Is the literature search methodology explained properly? 

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	9. Is the Critical analysis of literature done?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	10. Is Identification of research gaps/future directions done ?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	11. Are the conclusions logically arrived?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	12. Are the limitations of the paper discussed?

Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	13. What is the Quality of references (i.e. from peer reviewed authentic sources)
Rating Scale: 

5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 

N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	14. 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 = Good
	


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.
	
Write scientific name of broomrape; critical duration of crop weed competition for sunflower reported widely and most commonly reported broad leaf weeds in sunflower. 

Name of herbicide or group for which resistance had been developed should be written.  
Keywords- 
Better to avoid two key phrases written herewith viz., ‘Critical period of weed control; crop-weed competition’;

Introduction- 
IT WILL BE worthy to add information about season wise and location wise specification in single or at most two paragraph regarding their influence on different aspects of weeds-sunflower interferences being applicable to this review.  

Methods of literature selection- 
Is any specification for location/ country or season were considered as sunflower 

Conclusion- Conclusion should be concise and there is scope for reducing words in conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The review describe the crop weed interference in sunflower with weed management practice with special emphasis on herbicide based management, herbicide resistance in sunflower and its consequences and broomrape in sunflower. The MS is well written and provided with sufficient information to justify the objectives of writing review. On technical ground MS is very good and suitable for potential publication with minor revision.  
Sunflower is a day neutral crops grown in three season in India and also in sub-tropical and semi-arid regions of the world hence variation in the weed flora is expected. Besides that, being non-branching and non-tillering [for most commonly grown varieties] crop weed are expected to be major concern. The information in intercropping sunflower with other crops is lacking need to be considered. The season and location should also reflect wherever possible in MS as it have profound effect on sunflower-weed interference. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	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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