

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Current Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOCR_14199

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	INTEGRATED ANALYSIS OF PHYSIOLOGICAL ALTERATIONS IN MOTH BEAN UNDER PRE AND POST EMERGENCE HERBICIDE

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article



[bookmark: _Hlk171324449]


[bookmark: _Hlk170903434]

	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a clear physiological perspective on how commonly used pre- and post-emergence herbicides influence crop health beyond weed control. By integrating water relations, membrane stability, canopy temperature, and chlorophyll dynamics, the study offers reliable physiological markers for identifying herbicide-tolerant genotypes in moth bean. The genotype-specific responses highlighted in the study contribute to a better understanding of plant–herbicide interactions under field conditions, which is often underexplored. Overall, the findings can guide researchers and agronomists in refining herbicide management strategies while supporting the development of stress-resilient legume cultivars.
	

	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.

	The abstract is largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly states the objective, experimental approach, key physiological parameters studied, major findings, and the overall conclusion regarding genotype-specific herbicide tolerance. It effectively summarizes the comparative performance of MH-65 and MH-45 under individual and combined herbicide treatments, which helps readers quickly understand the scope and significance of the study.
However, a few minor refinements could improve clarity and impact. The abstract could briefly mention the experimental design (field-based study with RBD) to strengthen methodological transparency. Additionally, quantitative emphasis on canopy temperature depression as a key indicator of stress tolerance could be slightly condensed to avoid repetition with canopy temperature. No major deletions are required, but tightening some numerical details and emphasizing the broader implication for herbicide management and genotype screening would further enhance the abstract’s effectiveness.

	

	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.
	Yes and recent ones also
	

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

	yes
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