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	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 scientific community should take note of the article Plant Density Manipulation on the Growth of Tephrosia bracteolata Guill. & Perr. and Associated Weed Species since it emphasizes how plant density affects the accumulation of dry matter in Tephrosia bracteolata, a crucial indicator of biomass productivity. It shows that by limiting the amount of light and space available to weeds, higher plant densities improve the effectiveness of weed suppression. Furthermore, by identifying related weed species in a fallow system, the study provides information on competition and interactions between species. Enhancing soil fertility, maximizing fallow management, and encouraging sustainable weed control techniques all depend on these findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable for the article
	

	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.


	Please include concluding remarks in abstract. 

There are many grammatical mistakes like “The experiment was Randomised Complete Block Design (RCBD) with three replications.” It should be corrected as “The experiment was conducted in Randomised Complete Block Design (RCBD) with three replications.”
Don’t use short form of Tb, PD in running matter e.g., you should write “The seeds of Tephrosia bracteolata were sown on filed with 0.2 m inter-row spacing while intra-row spacing was varied from 0.1 m – 1.6 m. The plant density were D0 = 0 Plants/m2, D1 = 50 Plants/m2, D2 = 25 Plants/m2, D3 = 12.5 Plants/m2, D4 = 6.25 Plants/m2 and D5 = 3.125 Plants/m2.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, Manuscript is written scientifically but there are some minor mistakes. 
Concentrate on enhancing your grammar, spelling, and presentation.  The document needs some improvement in grammar and spelling.
Check some typographical mistakes like et. al. should be italics everywhere. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient. There is no need to add extra references. 
	

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


	Yes, minor revisions are required as I have already written in previous sections.
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	Title is good. Please provide a few more keywords.
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