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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	It is important because shows results of sowing methods and weed control for improving hybrid maize productivity. It addresses the ridge and furrow planting versus the flatbed and broadcast sowing methods. The results can have an impact on recommendation to farmers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable
	

	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.


	Although it is comprehensive, it is difficult to follow. Edition must be improved.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents quite a number or errors as it presents wrong statements and also data is not correct in some instances
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient and little is discussed about the results presented in other publications in relation to the study under review.
All references lack DOI.

Reference not included in the text of the manuscript: Sachan et al. 2023

The reference He et al. (2018) is not listed alphabetically

What is the correct year for the Jehan et al reference, 2006 or 2012?

Additional references that could be included and discussed:
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Liu, T.N., Chen, J.Z., Wang, Z.Y., Wu, X.R., Wu, X.C., Ding, R.X., Han, Q.F., Cai, T., Jia, Z.K. (2018). Ridge and furrow planting pattern optimizes canopy structure of summer maize and obtains higher grain yield. Field Crops Research. 219: 242-249.

Kumawat, N., Yadav Kumar, R., Bangar, K.S., Tiwari, S.C., Morya, J., Kumar, R. (2019). Studies on integrated weed management practices in maize- A review. Agricultural Reviews. 40(1): 29-36. doi: 10.18805/ag.R-1832.

	

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


	It must be improved
	

	Optional/General comments


	The first statements of the introduction need a reference or references.

The paragraph initiating with Plant height, need to be supported with some references.

The objective is not clear, as it is indicated higher growth and phenological parameters.

…..relative humidity recorded as 81.98 % - 62.06 % and 85.41 - 68.06 in year 2023 and 2024, respectively. What is the meaning of the - 62.06 % and - 68.06?

The following statement is incorrect based on the information presented in Table 1:  ……..at 90 DAS……. with a pooled plant height of 204.4 cm, compared to 200 cm under P2 and 191.5 under P1 planting method.

Among weed management practices, the statement at 30 DAS is incorrect, since W5 was higher than W1, and W4 had 59.1 while W3 58.1.

The following statement is incorrect: However, the minimum plant height 154.6 and 178.6 cm at 60, 90 DAS, respectively, was observed under Weedy check treatments.

It would be important to include some of the results of Begum et al. (2024) and Singh et al. (2023).

Table 2 should be changed to Table 3 (fresh weight), and Table 3 should be Table 2 (leaf area index).

The following statement is incorrect: ridge and furrow planting (P3) recorded the highest leaf area index of plant (402.2).

The following statement is incorrect: Broadcasting method (P1) showed significantly lowest leaf area index across all growth stages.

The following statement is incorrect: W7, LAI at both 60 DAS (3.99), which was significantly higher than all other treatments.    Pooled data W7= 3.99, W5= 3.98.

The following statement is incorrect in regard to fresh weight since the statistical analysis indicates otherwise: Weed management practices recorded significant variation at all growth stages of maize.

Regarding fresh weight, weed management practices, columns for 30 DAS-2023 and at harvest-2024 have exactly the same data and do not fit.

The following statement is incorrect: Among herbicidal application, at 30 DAS, the differences among treatments are significant and numerically the maximum fresh weight was obtained in sequential application of treatment W5 (75.6 g), which was at par with W4 (74.9 g) and followed by W3, W2 and W1.
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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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