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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 review article provides a valuable and structured  synthesis of current research in a kWeed Dynamics area. It highlights major research trends and existing knowledge gaps, thereby supporting future research directions and informed scientific decision  making to weed control in Waterlogged Soybean Cultivation Systems
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes, This title is appropriate for a review article and reflects the overall content
	

	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.


	it  is clearer emphasis on the review methodology  and the key synthesized conclusions is recommended rather than descriptive narration
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes. it is scientifically sound in  literature selection and organization; but, there is stronger critical comparison among studies is needed .
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is excessively extensive and heterogeneous in scope, scientific level, and source type. Many references do not directly support the core focus of the manuscript (soybean under waterlogging and weed ecology/management). where, The number of references listed in the reference list is 260,  Therefore, review the reference list: 

1. remove duplicate or secondary references, or those not cited in the main text.

2. Keep references that support the key points or add new value to the article.

3. ensure all citations are complete and correctly formatted according to APA 7th edition.

4. Verifying the completeness of references (authors, year, title, journal, volume, and DOI).

5. Many references are unlikely to be cited explicitly in the text and do not add substantive value.

6. Several older references are included without clear justification and should only be retained if they are foundational.

7. Rice-focused studies dominate the reference list and should be reduced to mechanistic or comparative studies only.

8. Several references relate to forests, mangroves, or general wetland ecology, which exceed the manuscript’s agricultural focus.

9. There is substantial thematic redundancy, particularly regarding rice systems, generic herbicide resistance, and climate change, without direct linkage to soybean systems.

10. Several references are book chapters or preprints (e.g., IntechOpen, HAL), which are not  be acceptable 

11. Author names are inconsistently formatted, with spacing errors, capitalization inconsistencies, and incomplete initials.

so , the current reference list weakens rather than strengthens the manuscript due to inflation, redundancy, and lack of focus. Strategic reduction and refinement will substantially improve manuscript quality and acceptance potential.

therefore should 

· Remove uncited, redundant, secondary, and off-topic references

· Retain mechanistic, soybean-focused, and high-impact studies

· Italicize all scientific names

· Standardize references to APA 7

· Reduce total references to less than 100

· Please ensure the consistent use of alphabetical letters (a, b, c, etc.) after the publication year when citing multiple references by the same author(s) published in the same year, in accordance with the adopted referencing style (APA, 7th edition). This practice is essential to clearly distinguish between different publications and to prevent ambiguity in both in-text citations and the reference list. Proper use of this convention enhances academic accuracy, traceability, and clarity of source attribution.
	

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


	editing required to improve stylistic  coherence 
	

	Optional/General comments


	FOLLOW THE DIRECTIONS AND NOTES IN THE MANUSCRIPT TEXT
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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