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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Mustard being one of the most important edible oilseed crops for majority of indian. Weeds are also  the most important factor for its yield reduction. Effective weed management practice is therefore need of the hour to increase mustard production and productivity to enhance the income of the farmers and contributing in national economy by decreasing the import of edible oils. These facts show the significance of the manuscript. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title is ok.
	

	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.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript demands explanations in the light of significance of the treatments. Only highest and lowest values of any parameter don’t make it scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some more (minimum 4-5) references should have been accommodated especially under results and discussion.
	

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


	Language is ok.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Organic carbon (%) can’t  be as high as 5.2%. It should be checked.
2. Quadrate size should be either 0.25 or 1.0 m2
3. SEm(±) and CD values must be provided in table 2 to make it scientifically correct.
4. It will be better to provide yield data also.
5. References are not in order.
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