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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.


	The manuscript addresses a long-term nutrient management experiment initiated in 1995, which is valuable because long-term datasets are rare and scientifically important. The study provides insights into how integrated nutrient management combined with weed control influences wheat growth under semi-arid conditions—a production system of major national relevance. Understanding interactions between organic manures, chemical fertilizers, and weed management helps refine sustainable crop management strategies. The results can guide policy makers, researchers, and farmers on best practices for improving wheat productivity and soil health in dryland farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope of the study.
Optional suggestion:
“Influence of Weed Control and Long-Term Nutrient Management on Growth Parameters of Wheat under Semi-Arid Conditions of India.”
	

	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.


	Yes. The abstract is generally informative and includes objective, treatments, and key findings.

However, somewhat more clarity is needed in case of treatments, which treatment is superior among all should be mentioned in last of the paragraph in order to know about the crisp of the findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (split-plot), long-term treatments, and standard measurement procedures are appropriate. Data presentation is clear and follows accepted agronomic methodologies. The results are consistent with known principles of integrated nutrient management and weed competition. Discussion is relevant but can be strengthened by connecting findings more deeply with mechanisms such as nutrient mineralization patterns and weed–crop competition indices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate, relevant, and mostly recent. However:

· Some references are older; adding 2–3 updated citations would enhance the manuscript.


	

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


	The English is understandable, but several sections require grammatical correction, improved sentence flow, and standardization of tense. Minor typographical inconsistencies are present (capitalization of headings, spacing, and formatting). Editing for clarity will improve professional quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are clear but could include lettering or footnotes to improve readability.

Strong experimental dataset and long-term research foundation

  Scientifically valid and methodologically sound

  Minor improvements needed in writing, structure, and literature integration
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