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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

In the introduction-Hypothesis is not clear. Authors 

must mention about the varietal development 

regarding weed competitiveness in rice with latest 

references. He must clearly differentiate weed 

tolerance and weed suppression ability and then 

show what was his hypothesis regarding that. 

 

Methodology is very weak. Formulas for assessing 

competition must be clearly defined in M & M. 

Method of writing spray application is wrong. 

Authors must read some papers regarding that 

 

Results: are very poorly written, and there is hardly 

any discussion.  Authors must mention about the type 

and extent of weed flora found in the field.  It would 

be better to do path analysis for clear understanding.  

LSD values are more appropriate than the standard 

error . There is need of yield data and weed data to 

understand the things. Latest references regarding 

the weed competitive studies in rice are missing. 

 

Keeping these point in view, I found that manuscript 

is not worth for publication due to paucity of data. 
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