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	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 manuscript addresses an important issue in rice production, particularly weed management under wet terrace systems in Nagaland. Weed infestation is a major constraint in rice cultivation, and evaluating integrated herbicide strategies is highly relevant for improving productivity and sustainability. The study provides practical field-level evidence comparing manual and chemical weed control methods. The findings contribute valuable regional data that may support improved weed management recommendations in North-East India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable; however, it can be slightly improved for clarity and scientific precision.

Suggested revised title:

Integrated Pre- and Post-Emergence Herbicide Strategies for Effective Weed Management in Transplanted Rice under Wet Terrace System of Nagaland
	

	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 informative but needs improvement:

Suggestions:

• Include key numerical results such as WCE (%) and Weed Index (%).

• Mention experimental design clearly (RBD with 3 replications and 8 treatments).

• Avoid repetition of treatment codes; summarize results more concisely.

• Add 1–2 lines on practical implication or recommendation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in experimental design (RBD, replication, statistical analysis using CD at 5%).

However, the following improvements are needed:

• Inconsistency in herbicide doses (Pretilachlor reported as 1.5 L ha⁻¹ in abstract but 1.0 L ha⁻¹ in methods).

• Several typographical and formatting errors (spacing, unit formatting, DAT writing style).

• Some weed density values in text do not match table values (needs cross-checking).

• Transformation method (√x + 0.5) mentioned but transformed values are not clearly distinguished in tables.

• Statistical interpretation should include statements like “significantly superior at p=0.05”.

Overall: Scientifically correct but requires major technical editing.
	

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

• Many citations are older (2001–2015).

• More recent literature (2018–2024) on herbicide resistance and integrated weed management should be added.

• FAO reference (2025) needs proper citation formatting.

Recommendation: Add at least 4–5 recent international references.
	

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


	No.

Major grammatical and formatting corrections are required:

• Inconsistent capitalization (e.g., “material and methods”)

• Spacing issues (e.g., 30gha-1at)

• Repeated phrases

• Several sentence structure problems

• Units formatting inconsistent (g m-2, gha-1, lha-1 etc.)

Recommendation: Professional English editing required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	• Include grain yield data clearly in Results section.

• Add economic analysis (cost-benefit ratio) for better practical value.

• Improve tables formatting (uniform decimal places).

• Clarify whether rice was transplanted or direct seeded (conflicting statements present).

• Improve conclusion by adding one clear recommendation for farmers.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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