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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

This is a very good study that can help African
farmers with the drudgery of weed management in
lowland rice. However, the Authors need to attend to
some issues in the paper in order to make it better.
The Authors are referred to the text for the
comments and observations raised by the reviewer.
The objective is the work was not achieved since the
weed competitiveness of the rice varieties are not
known. Which rice varieties were more weed
competitive than others? This is what the paper tried
to address.

Minor REVISION comments

The authors must make a clear understanding of the
experimental design used in the study as there is no such
experimental design as mentioned. Itis more of 6 x 2
factorial arranged in RCBD. No reference was made to
weed biomass in Table 1 in the presentation of results
and the discussion and should be removed if it is not of
any value to the researchers. However, since it is of great
value it must be put to use. Itis insufficient to indicate
that there were significant differences between the rice
varieties (Table 2) without showing the ranking to
indicate which ones were statistically different. Also, it is
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grossly inadequate to show that there was an interaction
(Sx V) (Table 2) without expressing it. This implies that
a lot of information are hidden in the work which can
make the work richer if brought out.

Optional /General comments

The paper needs to be improved upon as indicated in
many areas in the text in terms of grammar, consistency
in writing and referencing.
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