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	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 important new data on the phenology and competitive effect of Croton hirtus, an understudied but problematic weed in maize systems. By identifying yield loss thresholds at different weed densities, it offers practical guidance for more effective and timely weed management. The findings fill a critical knowledge gap and will support researchers and agronomists working to improve maize productivity in tropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Grammatically incorrect: “and Caused Yield Losses” is incorrect.

Suggested title : Phenology and Yield Loss Assessment of Croton hirtus in Maize
	

	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.


	· Correct grammatical issues.

· The wording is sometimes unclear (e.g., “to study the phenology and impact of on maize crop losses”).

· Rephrase for clarity.

· Ensure keywords are correctly spelled (e.g., “phenologgy” → phenology).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction

· Some sentences poorly structured.

· Several spelling errors: “detemine”, “hitus”..

· No clear explanation of why phenology is important for weed management.

· Needs clearer research objectives at the end.

Materials and Methods

· Typographical errors (e.g., “plots50 m²”).

· Lack of clarity in the weed control practices table.

· No statistical method description (software? ANOVA? regression model?).

· No environmental data (rainfall, temperature) which influence phenology.

Discussion: Missing discussion on:Implications for weed control timing, how this weed compares to other Euphorbiaceae weeds and potential limitations of the study.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	· Many grammatical errors.

· Inconsistent spelling.

· Weak sentence construction.

· Missing punctuation.
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