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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 manuscript addresses a critical challenge in modern agriculture: sustainable weed management. By reviewing integrated weed management strategies and innovative technologies, it provides a comprehensive resource for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners seeking alternatives to herbicide-dependent systems. 

The paper contributes to global efforts to reduce environmental impacts, improve soil health, and enhance crop productivity through holistic approaches. Its emphasis on combining traditional knowledge with advanced technologies makes it highly relevant for both developed and developing agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It effectively conveys the focus on integrated weed management and innovative approaches. No change is necessary.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the topic and highlights key aspects of integrated weed management. However, it could be improved by including quantitative data or specific examples of efficiency outcomes. Consider adding one sentence summarizing the main findings or conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. It covers a wide range of strategies and provides relevant references. However, some sections (e.g., “Innovative Technologies”) could benefit from more critical analysis of limitations and adoption challenges. Additionally, ensure consistency in terminology (e.g., “bioherbicides” vs. “biological herbicides”).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and include recent sources up to 2024. However, consider adding more global perspectives beyond Indian agriculture to strengthen the review’s applicability. For example, include studies from Africa or Latin America on integrated weed management.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate for academic writing. Minor grammatical issues and awkward phrasing appear in some sentences (e.g., “thanks for the technologies of precision agriculture” should be “thanks to precision agriculture technologies”). A careful proofreading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is comprehensive and addresses an important topic for sustainable agriculture. Strengths include detailed coverage of cultural, mechanical, and biological methods, as well as innovative technologies. Areas for improvement: (1) Provide more comparative data on cost-effectiveness; (2) Include a section summarizing policy implications for adoption; (3) Improve figure captions for clarity.
Recommended decision: Minor Revision. The manuscript is well-prepared and scientifically robust, but minor improvements in clarity, consistency, and additional global references are suggested.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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