Responsibilities of Weed Technology Reviewers

The editor’s objective in selecting reviewers is to obtain
assistance from scientists who may have more expertise on
the manuscript topic than the associate editor or editor.
Therefore, the reviewer’s primary responsibilities are to
evaluate the scientific quality and accuracy of data inter-
pretation and to provide comments that help the author to
improve the manuscript. The author, associate editor, and
editor will appreciate and use comments concerning style
and format, but this is secondary to the reviewer’s scientific
evaluation. Below are responsibilities of reviewers in ap-
proximate order of importance.

1. Review the manuscript promptly. A manuscript should
be reviewed within 2 weeks of receipt, although 4 weeks
is the maximum acceptable delay. Usually a reviewer
can meet a self-imposed deadline of 2 weeks as readily
as a 4-week deadline. Remember that you appreciate a
prompt turn-around time when your manuscript is re-
viewed, and the obligation is reciprocal.

2. Review the scientific quality of the manuscript.

a. Are the purpose and objectives clearly stated?

b. Were the methods appropriate and adequately de-
scribed?

c. Were statistics used and interpreted properly? Spot
check calculations for errors, e.g., column and row
totals, unusual yields indicating incorrect conversion
factors, Duncan’s multiple range test letter se-
quences.

d. Are conclusions consistent with the data presented?

3. Review the writing quality.

a. Are the appropriate literature citations included?

b. Are statements clear, understandable, accurate, and
consistent with the data presented?

c. Do some sections need condensed, or omitted? Are
data in the tables and figures repeated too much in
the text?

d. Are the tables and figures clear, readable, and easy to
understand?

e. Are the title and abstract clear, concise, and repre-
sentative of the manuscript?

f. Are appropriate “Additional index words” listed?

4. Review for consistency with WEED TECHNOLOGY
guidelines.

a. Is the overall format correct, i.€., meaningful section
and subsection divisions, chemical and binomial
names included, literature cited in the text, correct
footnote . . .?

b. Are entries in Literature Cited correct? Only an ex-
perienced weed scientist is likely to catch errors like
spelling of Mikkel versus Mickel or inversions like
1987 versus 1978 or typographical errors like 1986
versus 1976.

c. Are the grammar and syntax correct?

Note: Most manuscripts will be revised after your review,
and the technical editor will check grammar, punctuation,
abbreviations, spelling (including chemistry and binomial
names), syntax, and format. Therefore, a reviewer is not
expected to edit word by word, especially when extensive
rewriting will be required. However, missing or incor-
rect information or consistent errors should be identified,
so that authors can prepare a relatively “clean” revised
manuscript.
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