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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 (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.


	The manuscript provides good information about weed management in DSR and the study evaluates the effectiveness of different herbicide treatments.
It is mainly addressing the efficacy of bispyribac sodium and pendimethalin.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is grammatically incorrect. I would like to suggest the following title :
“Impact of Weed Management Strategies on Growth and Yield of Direct-Seeded Rice(Oryza sativa L.) in Eastern Uttar Pradesh”.
	

	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 objective is clear in abstract.
So many grammatical mistakes and lack of good conclusion statement.

I suggest adding a final sentence like "The study concludes that pendimethalin (1000 g a.i. ha⁻¹) followed by one hand weeding at 40 DAS, along with bispyribac sodium (30 g a.i. ha⁻¹), can be viable alternatives to manual weeding, ensuring effective weed control and higher rice yields in direct-seeded systems."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The experimental design is apt, data on growth attributes and weed suppression is analyzed.
2. The manuscript discusses weed control but does not specify which weed species were dominbant in the experiment.

3. I suggest adding a weed flora table mentioning major weeds observed during research and classify as grasses, sedges and broadleaf weeds.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest to add references for 
1. Herbicide resistance in DSR.

2. Long term impact of bispyribac sodium on soil microbial communities
	

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


	The manuscript has grammatical errors and sentences were not framed properly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is good, but suggestions has to be followed
1. Discussion findings need more comparisons.

2. Discuss economic viability of best performing treatment.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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