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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.


	With the rise in herbicide resistance, biodiversity loss and health implications due to synthetic herbicides, this manuscript has come at the right time to add a voice to the adoption of safer methods of weed control.
There is a good comparison of the extraction methods in use and a recommendation of the water-based extraction. This is important to the scientific community since it is evidence-based.

The manuscript raises important issues that need to be fine-tuned in the path to realizing the use of bioherbicides for example bioherbicide resistance, persistence in the environment, dosage etc.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable.
	

	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 is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is an issue of repetition. 2. (Methods) is repeated word by word in 2.1 (Study design) except for the last paragraph in 2.1. This should be checked and corrected. 
There is need to write all botanical names in Italics according to binomial nomenclature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and recent
	

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


	The quality of English is good; it can be understood by many people across board.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well written and adds a lot of knowledge to the world of science. It should be accepted after the above mentioned corrections are made.
The author has done good work in putting this manuscript together. There are a few corrections to be made as outlined in part 1 above.
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