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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 article gives insights into effective weed management practices. In this work authors compared herbicide treatments along with manual weeding. This article gives minimize weed population and maximize yield attributes. The authors proposed practical guidance for farmers to optimize herbicide use, reduce labor costs, and enhance resource-use efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is much suitable for the article.
	

	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.


	Abstract seems to be very short. It is better to add few more points to the abstract such as objective, Highlight the best treatment and its implications, summarize major results concisely.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experiment follows a standard Randomized Block Design (RBD) with three replications,
Statistical analyses (e.g., ANOVA, LSD/SEm values)
Environmental conditions
Overall, the work scientifically sound; however, incorporating detailed statistical analyses and relevant environmental information would further strengthen its validity and enhance the credibility of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes .The references are sufficient, but seems to be old, It is suggested to the authors try to add few more latest (2024,23,22,21) Papers. 
	

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


	Yes, it is convenient to the readers. 
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