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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 experiment highlights the potential of Chenopodium quinoa as a climate-resilient and nutritionally rich crop that can contribute to global food and nutritional security. The study explains the impact of weed management on crop productivity and evaluates appropriate management practices. It compares different chemical weed control methods with traditional practices to support sustainable quinoa production
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 simple and comprehensive, but it is unclear how final recommendations can be made based solely on pot experiment studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is appropriate for basic studies and is explained in a simple manner. However, the Introduction, Results, and Discussion sections should be further elaborated by emphasizing the importance of weed management and discussing the actual problems faced under field conditions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The format of references needs to be correct as per Journal format.
	

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


	English language is satisfactory.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Instead of a pot experiment, the study would be more effective if conducted under field conditions using a Randomized Block Design (RBD). In the case of the pot experiment, the method of applying different treatment doses should be clearly explained in the Materials and Methods section.
1. The manuscript presents basic findings in a simple manner; however, the Introduction and Discussion sections should be expanded to better emphasize the importance of weed management and the practical challenges under field conditions.

2. Since the study is based on a pot experiment, the authors should clearly justify how the results can support final recommendations and provide a detailed explanation of treatment application and dosage in the Materials and Methods section.

Conducting similar experiments under field conditions using a Randomized Block Design (RBD) would strengthen the applicability and reliability of the findings.
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