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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.


	The wet terrace rice systems of Nagaland, a distinctive highland agroecosystem in Northeast India where conventional farming is challenged by particular weed pressures and manpower limitations, are the focus of this manuscript's insightful field research on weed management. It finds workable solutions like Pretilachlor + hand weeding that balance efficacy, affordability, and sustainability by analyzing integrated herbicide and manual techniques. This helps local farmers increase yields in the face of growing weed competition. These results fill in the gaps in herbicide performance data for steep terrains and improve food security in terraced rice agriculture by contributing to region-specific IPM guidelines.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and specific, accurately capturing the focus on herbicide efficacy for weed control in Nagaland's wet terrace rice. No changes needed.
	

	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 main findings, treatments, methods, and aims are all covered in the abstract. Fix small grammatical mistakes. Indicate clearly if the rice was direct-seeded or transplanted. To support the practical implications, briefly discuss the effects of top treatments on yield or grain productivity (e.g., relating low weed index to greater rice yields). For better context, make it clear that the T7 and T8 doses correspond to field-tested norms from related studies. Repetitive phrases such as "both weed density and weed biomass" could be streamlined to "weed density and biomass. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The metrics (WCE, weed index), data transformation (√(count + 0.5)), and study design (RBD with three replications) are typical and suitable for weed ecology research. Findings are consistent with previous research, such as the superiority of integrated treatments over single herbicides in similar rice systems and the superiority of Pretilachlor against grasses. Small problems: Verify data in tables against text because some densities and biomass values appear to be inconsistently provided. The soil analysis is stated but not explained; if pH and nutrient baselines are available, include them. Strong statistics and overall scientific soundness (SEm, CD given).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are enough references (24 in all), most of which are pertinent and come from important weed research publications (e.g., Chauhan 2012-2014).  Add three to five current (2019–2024) peer-reviewed journal publications about integrated weed management and pesticide combinations for rice.

	

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


	Although the language is functional, it needs to be polished for clarity and flow. Typical problems include run-on sentences, typos (e.g., "Echinochloacolona" → Echinochloa colona; "attitude" → altitude; inconsistent doses like 1.0 vs. 1.5 l/ha), and awkward phrasing (e.g., "proved that the successful strategies" → "demonstrated effective strategies"). There are formatting mistakes in tables, such as mismatched units. To ensure publishing readiness, recommend expert editing.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Stong regional significance for terraced rice in Nagaland, where information is limited. Although yield data is missing from Tables 1-3, it is promised in the Weed Index and would be useful. Extend the conversation about labor and financial savings over hand weeding. Great potential post-revisions.
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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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