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	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is interesting and deals with an important subject, but it needs some revisions before it can be considered for publication.

First, the abstract should be rewritten in a shorter and more fluent way. The focus should be on the key findings such as yield performance, 

weed control efficiency, and economic benefits, while avoiding repetitions and unnecessary details.

Second, the English language requires professional editing. There are several grammatical mistakes and the style of writing is not fluent enough for an international journal.

In the discussion section, the results need to be analyzed more deeply and compared with similar studies from other regions, not just repeated from the tables.

The conclusion should also be improved. It is better to make it shorter, more practical, and focused only on the major findings, without repeating 

all the data from the tables. It should emphasize the superior treatment and provide a clear recommendation for farmers.

Finally, in the references, I suggest that the authors cite some additional relevant works to strengthen the scientific background of the paper. In particular, they may consider:

Bidarlord, M. & Ghahremaninejad, F. (2022). A checklist of Iranian Grasses. Phytotaxa, 574(1): 1–31. https://doi.org/10.11646/phytotaxa.574.1.1
Ghahremaninejad, F., Hoseini, E. & Jalali, S. (2021). The cultivation and domestication of wheat and barley in Iran, brief review of a long history.

 Botanical Review, 87(1): 1–22. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12229-020-09244-w
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