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	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 an important and practical challenge in peanut production, namely effective weed management using herbicide systems under different agro-ecological conditions in Texas. The multi-year and multi-location field data provide valuable insights into the performance and crop safety of the carfentrazone plus pyroxasulfone premix. The study contributes to integrated weed management strategies, particularly for managing herbicide-resistant Palmer amaranth and other problematic weeds. Overall, the findings are relevant to researchers, extension specialists, and peanut producers seeking improved weed control solutions.
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	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content of the study. It effectively communicates the crop, target problem, and herbicide system evaluated. No change is required
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured. It clearly outlines the objectives, experimental design, locations, major findings, and conclusions.
Suggestion: Minor improvement could be achieved by briefly mentioning the peanut yield response under different weed pressure scenarios to further strengthen the practical relevance of the results.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, methodology, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate and consistent with standard weed science research practices. The conclusions are supported by the data presented.
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	The references are adequate, relevant, and include both foundational and recent studies related to peanut weed management and herbicide chemistry. The citation of previous work on pyroxasulfone and carfentrazone strengthens the scientific background. No critical references appear to be missing.
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	The overall language quality is good and suitable for an international scientific journal. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits could improve readability in a few sections, but these do not detract from the scientific clarity of the manuscript.
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