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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.


	This manuscript addresses the critical issue of weed management in soybean, a crop of both nutritional and economic importance. The study provides clear experimental evidence that integrated approaches (intercultivation + hand weeding and herbicide combinations) are superior to single weed control measures. Such findings have direct implications for sustainable agriculture, particularly in rainfed conditions where soybean is vulnerable to weed pressure. The outcomes will be useful to researchers, extension personnel, and farmers seeking practical weed management strategies to improve soybean productivity and reduce herbicide dependence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, concise, and reflects the scope of the study. It clearly conveys the crop, management practice, and outcome.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well structured, covering the problem, methodology, major findings, and conclusion. However, it may benefit from:

· Brief mention of location/experimental conditions (Nagaland, acidic soil, rainfed conditions) to add context.

· A short implication statement (e.g., “These findings provide a sustainable weed management option for soybean farmers in rainfed areas”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a well-designed field experiment (RBD, 8 treatments, replication across 2 years). Data analysis is appropriate (ANOVA with CD values), and conclusions are directly supported by results. The discussion is adequately referenced, comparing results with recent studies. No major methodological flaws were noted. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, covering both classical and recent work. 
	

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


	The English is clear, scholarly, and easy to follow. Minor issues include occasional long sentences that can be shortened for readability, and small typographical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are well presented, but adding letters/notations to indicate statistical grouping would make treatment comparisons clearer.

· Figures could be improved with higher resolution and clearer labelling.

· The study is region-specific; adding a note on wider applicability (to other soybean-growing areas of India/Asia) would broaden the impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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