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	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 article is of significant importance to the scientific community because it addresses a critical biological constraint – weed infestation – that affects the productivity of aromatic rice, a high-value and market-demand crop.
The paper also provides insights into feasible and scalable recommendations for increasing the productivity and profitability of aromatic rice cultivation, particularly under the conditions of smallholder farmers in the hill ecosystem of Northeast India.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	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.
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	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.
	Most of the references cited in the text are present in the bibliographic references section.
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	Optional/General comments


	The economic evaluation section presents the "Cultivation Cost," but Table 4 only shows an aggregate cultivation cost for each cultivar and weed management treatment. The paper does not detail the specific components of the cultivation cost (e.g., cost of seeds/seedlings, fertilizers, labor for hand weeding, cost of herbicides, spraying.

For a more complete and useful "economic evaluation" for farmers, it would be valuable to break down how these costs are distributed, especially for different weed management strategies. For example, the labor cost for hand weeding (W1) versus the cost of herbicides for W2, W3, and W4 is not explicitly compared in terms of cost components, only in terms of their impact on net return.

The paper states that weed infestation is a "critical biological constraint" and that the W3 treatment was "most effective at suppressing weeds." However, the study does not present quantitative data on weed density, weed biomass, or weed species composition across treatments.

The study mentions "cost-effective and eco-efficient weed control strategies" and the potential for "sustainable intensification." However, the article does not present or discuss data on the environmental impact of sequential herbicide applications (e.g., herbicide residues in soil/water, impact on soil microflora, potential for long-term development of herbicide resistance).
Figure 1 ("Weather data recorded during the course of the investigation (2021-22)") is mentioned but not provided in the sources excerpt. Although the text describes the climate, having the figure to visualize the variations in rainfall, temperature, and humidity during the two years of study would help in understanding how environmental conditions may have influenced the results and their consistency.
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