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Reviewer’'s comment

1. INTRODUCTION

- the first paragraph Page no. 1 line no. 5 write inter tropical instead of intertropical.

- the first paragraph Page no. 1 line no. 15 write markets to demand instead of market
demand .

- the second paragraph line no. 5 write references to instead of references in.

- the second paragraph line no. 8 write extract from instead of extract of.

- the second paragraph line no. 9 write extracts from instead of extracts of.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS
-2.1. Collection of plant material
- Page no. 2 line no. 2 write center of instead of center for.

2.2. Synthesis and preparations of the extracts of P. aquilinum and R.
communis
- Page no. 2 line no. 3 write extract from instead of extract of.

2.3. Bioefficiency test
- Page no. 3 line no. 8 write extract from instead of extract of.

3. RESULTS

4.1. Preparation of fern and castor extract
- the last paragraph Page no. 4 line no. 3 write variation on instead of variation of.

- the last paragraph Page no. 4 line no. 4 write for 2°C instead of of 2°C.

4.2. Bioefficiency tests
4.2.1. Potted trials
- Page no. 4 line no. 2 write effective against instead of effective in.

4.2.2.Essays in medicinal garden
*  Black radish

- Page no. 5 line no.1 write extracts from instead of extracts on.

4.2.3. Experimental field

4.2.3.1. Germination rate and emergence time after transplanting
- Page no. 8 line no. 2 write rate of instead of rate in.

* Marginal necrosis (Tip burn)
- Page no. 9 line no.3 write treatment of instead of treatment with.

- Page no. 9 line no.3 write attacks of attacks on, write plot to cease instead of plot cease .

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Corrected
Corrected

Corrected
Corrected
Corrected

Corrected

Corrected

Corrected

Corrected
Corrected

Corrected

Uncorrected because we are speaking about the effect of extracts from fern
on black radish and not the extracts from black radish

Corrected

Corrected
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4.2.3.1. Evaluation of the number of leaves and the height of the stem after
treatment on black nightshade Corrected
- Page no. 10 line no.2 write slightly from instead of slightly between.
- Page no. 10 line no.3 write rate of instead of rate at.
5. CONCLUSION d
- Page no. 11 line no.1 write extracts from instead of extracts of. gorrec:e d
- Page no. 11 line no.7 write efficient in instead of efficientin. orrecte
- Page no. 11 line no 9 write which is instead of which are.
- Page no. 11 line no 10 write mixture of instead of mixture with, write extracts from instead
- Corrected
of extract in.
Corrected
Corrected
Corrected
Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
PART 2:
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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