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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.


	The productivity of groundnut under rice–groundnut system remains low, particularly in coastal regions, mainly due to heavy weed infestation during early stages of crop growth. The slow initial growth of groundnut coupled with favourable soil moisture conditions in rice-fallow fields provides an ideal environment for rapid weed emergence and growth. These weeds compete aggressively with the crop for nutrients, moisture, light and space, thereby reducing crop growth and yield. Development of effective and economically viable weed management strategies is essential to reduce weed competition and enhance productivity of groundnut, particularly in rice–fallow cropping systems.
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experiment was laid out in a randomized complete block design with nine weed management treatments and three replications. Observations on plant height, number of branches per plant, dry matter production and crop phytotoxicity were recorded at different growth stages. But it was conducted during 2016-17. There is a 10 years gap for the study and communication to the scholars.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, author need to add some recent reference to support the research findings.
	

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


	Yes, Needs minor revision
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Starting from introduction with section 1. subsections should be numbered (for example 2.1 (then 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.2, etc.), up to three levels.

· The references list should be reformatted according to the journal's guidelines and style. Please consider this comment for all references.
· The author needs to verify the journal guidelines regarding the research gap and duration 2016-17. There is a 10 years gap for the study and communication to the scholars.

· I suggest the author to prepare the manuscript according to the journal's author guidelines: https://reviewerhub.org/general-guideline-for-authors
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