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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 contributes to the scientific understanding of sustainable crop management by evaluating the combined effects of tillage and weed management practices on the productivity and economic performance of irrigated safflower (Carthamus tinctorius L.). The study provides useful empirical evidence on how different tillage intensities and integrated weed management strategies influence yield attributes, weed dynamics, and profitability under irrigated conditions. Such information is valuable for optimizing resource-efficient production systems and improving weed control strategies in oilseed crops. The findings may assist agronomists, researchers, and farm managers in developing more effective and economically viable management practices for safflower cultivation, particularly in semi-arid regions where resource efficiency and weed pressure are major constraints.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is almost technically ok, 
But can be improved for precision, clarity and readability, Following suggested;
Impact of Tillage Systems and Weed Management Strategies on Yield, Weed Dynamics and Economics of Irrigated Safflower (Carthamus tinctorius L.)
	

	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 provides a clear summary of the experiment, treatments, and major results, but it is very lengthy, not fully comprehensive and not follow systematic structured format so, needs refinement for clarity, balance, and conciseness. The following improvements are recommended:

1. Add a brief background and objective, one sentance. 2. Reduce excessive numerical detail.3. Clarify the experimental treatments briefly. 4. Improve the conclusion statement.
The abstract should be slightly shorter, more focused on key findings, and end with a clear implication or recommendation for safflower production systems.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of its objective, experimental design, and agronomic relevance, as it evaluates the effects of different tillage systems and weed management strategies on yield, weed dynamics, and economic returns of irrigated safflower (Carthamus tinctorius L.).

The use of a split-plot design with appropriate treatment structure and replication, along with the measurement of relevant crop and weed parameters, provides a reasonable framework for assessing management practices.

However, some aspects require clarification and improvement, particularly the explicit statement of research objectives, methodology is very short need some more details comprehensively, detailed description of weed control treatments (e.g., herbicide type, dose, and timing), and verification of some background statistics in the introduction. With minor methodological clarifications and careful editing for scientific precision, the manuscript can provide useful insights for improving safflower production and weed management practices.
Some basic parameters about crops and other involved in experiments must be moved from results to methods section and only results/ findings of research should be discussed in results section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	OK.
	

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


	Minor improvements required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Paragraphs should be of moderate length for clarity and presentation quality.
Objectives of study should be exclusively described in the last paragraph of Introduction section.
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