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	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 contributes knowledge on management of weeds on the studied crop. This is key in ensuring there is minimal interference of the crop by the weeds which will ensure improved harvests. This will help in food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes
	

	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 lacks follow of logic and key sections to be included for it to communicate well. I suggest the section to have; an opening background statement about the study, problem statement, aim of study, objectives of study, research design, results and interpretation, lastly conclusions. Each section can take 2 sentences and summarized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The information given in the manuscript sections are insufficient for most of sections. The Introduction section needs more literature review to enrich it. Most of the information given are not cited. For the material and methods, the author should give a detailed description that can allow repeatability of the work if done by another scientist. Author should specify which ANOVA test was used and test results reported in results section. Results are not clear because of the treatments complications on how they were formulated. Discussion of results should explain trends in your results and enable easer understanding of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A lot of information given in the manuscript is not cited.
	

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


	The manuscript requires grammar editing.
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