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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.


	This manuscript  provides an integrative and scientifically relevant assessment of weed management strategies for late-sown wheat in the Indo-Gangetic plains. by combining weed flora dynamics, crop performance, nutrient behavior and economic viability. Overall the work fills an important knowledge gap and strengthens the evidence base of  modern weed management. however  a few shortcomings remain in the final presentation and formatting of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat suitable but not fully accurate, as the study primarily evaluates herbicide combinations rather than comprehensive  weed management strategies.,  Accordingly, the following revised title is proposed:

" Herbicide Combinations for Weed Suppression and performance of wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) under Late-Sown "
	

	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 does't explicitly mention the knowledge gap or why this study is important compared to previous research. 

· Some numerical data (e.g., specific yields and doses) may be too detailed for the abstract; summarizing could improve readability.

· "12 treatments and 3 rep " is mentioned but the types of treatments could be briefly specified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct. The experimental design, methodology, and data presentation are appropriate, and the results are consistent with the objectives. However, there are minor issues: references are not consistently cited in the text, some part of the introduction lack supporting literature, and the title overgeneralizes “weed management” while the study focuses on herbicide combinations. Addressing these points would strengthen the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially sufficient but show some limitations. Several cited works are relatively old (e.g., Misra & Puri, 1954; Chhokar et al., 2008), in addtion, It is essential to verify all references to ensure their accuracy and reliability, and there is a lack of consistent use of the most recent literature on herbicide resistance, integrated weed management, and late-sown wheat systems. To strengthen the manuscript, it is recommended to include more recent (last 5 years), and Focus on

· Herbicide efficacy   in wheat

· Weed dynamics under late-sown conditions

· Economic analysis of herbicide programs

· Nutrient dynamics and crop performance under herbicide management

and thus, I suggest using references by visit

· https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11269-024-03910-z 

· https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328261787 

· https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/16/9/1625 

· others site
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally adequate for scholarly communication. However, there are occasional grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and  long, complex sentences that could reduce clarity. Minor editing for syntax,  conciseness, and readability would enhance the overall scholarly quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	ABSTRACT SECTION

· Some numerical data (e.g., specific yields and doses) may be too detailed for the abstract; summarizing could improve readability.

· "12 treatments and 3 replications" is  mentioned but the types of treatments (chemical vs cultural) could be briefly specified.
INTRODUCTION SECTION

· The introduction, lack  citations to support the statements and data presented. Key information such as the global and regional contribution of wheat, quantitative yield losses due to weed interference, and herbicide resistance issues should be backed by up-to-date, peer-reviewed references. Without proper sourcing, the  credibility and academic rigor of  the introduction are weakened, and it may not meet the standards of high-impact journals. Proper referencing also helps the reader verify facts and contextualize the study within existing literature.

· please enlarge introduction section by reviewing the recently published works in/around your study area.

· Follow the journal style in writing references, where in the text, citations should be indicated as (Author name, year)

Materials and methods

· Add a table for Types of the weeds (Names of broad and narrow leaf weeds) scattered in the experiment.

· Add a table of herbicides used includes (Commercial name,  Active ingredient and concentration, Rate of use Per. h-1, Producing company)

· The manuscript does not describe how  the statistical analysis was conducted, including the methods, software, or significance testing used. This omission should be addressed to ensure transparency and reproducibility of the results.

· The text is heavily packed with numeric details and abbreviations  (PoE/ PE/ HW/ RM) without a legend at first mention.  Introduce all abbreviations at first use with explanation.

· Add references for experimental procedures, fertilizer recommendations, and standard measurement methods

· Reformat Table 1 to group  treatments logically and enhance readability

· Minor editing to standardize units and correct formatting

· Some sentences are long, reducing readability. Consider dividing long paragraphs into subsections (e.g., Site Description- Soil Properties  - Crop Management- Treatments- Measurements)

Results and Discussions

· The section is titled “Results and Discussion” but mainly reports results. The discussion linking results to previous studies, mechanisms of weed suppression, or implications for management is minimal.

· While numeric data are complete,  there is little narrative explaining why certain treatments were more effective, or how these findings compare to existing literature

· Long sentences and repeated numeric data can reduce readability

· No in-text references are provided to support discussion of weed species dominance or efficacy of herbicides. Citing  previous studies would strengthen scientific  rigor. So

1. Present  numeric  findings and tables  clearly

2. require interpretation for  the results and citing scientific references.to reinforce your discussion, explain mechanisms and implications for management

3. Use at least five references (2020-2024) to reinforce your discussion

4. Use narrative summaries in addition to numbers to improve readability

5. Highlight key trends and significant differences in narrative rather than only in tables.

REFERENCES

· It is essential to verify all reference  to ensure their accuracy and reliability, format them according to the APA 7th edition style, include DOI numbers whenever possible, and reorganize them in accordance with the journal  requirements.

· References must be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order that in accordance with the journal’s requirements. 

· Every reference referred to in the text must also present in  reference list and vice versa. 

· In the text, citations should be indicated as (Author name, year)

· Should Depend on Paper-Template of Journal
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No 
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