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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	The study focuses on the effect of extracts from two common weeds on the germination and growth of wheat. I my opinion, the study remains with merits for the comprehension of the impact of weeds on early stages of wheat. The study would have been more relevant if it had been extended to the flowering and fruiting phenological stages.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest extracts instead of allelochemicals in the titile as no analysis has been carried out to confirm the allelocheimicals. 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, the design is suitable for answering the problem being investigated. A part some weaknesses on the introduction, method, result and discussion sections, the article provides sufficient information to replicate the research.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my opinion, a more in deep literature review on the studied species (weeds and wheat) is needed.
	

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


	The manuscript is well written. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	-Introduction:The authors listed some examples of allelopathy in the 4th paragraph of the introduction but they didn’t limited themselves on the two studied weeds Euphorbia helioscopia L. and Oxalis corniculata L.. Moreover, previous studies on the most important weeds with allelopatic potential (even the two studied species) associated to wheat cultivation and their effects on germination, growth parameters and yield were not at all mentioned.  In my opinion, a more consistent review including previous research on the studied species is required to place the reader in the subject and clearly state the ogectives of the study. 
-Material and methods: details of the measured parameters are needed.
-Results: The figures need to be referred in the text throughout the result section. For better readability, the authors are invited to summarize the most significant findings from the studied parameters instead of presenting them one by one.    
-Discussion: The discussion doesn’t provide sufficient scientific explanation of the key findings of the study.  Conclusions and implications of the most findings of the study are needed by the end of the discussion.
-References: all the references in the text dosen’t appear in the list at the end of the manuscript and vice vera. The reference list dosen’t meet the format style of the journal.   
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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