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PART 1: Review Comments

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 The MS is of interest for scientists and farmers. But I misssound methodology concerning data collection andstatistical analysis.In fact, it is done well to suppress the other weed speciesfrom the field to have only the effect of I. Cylindrical.However, this operation was done after 2 weeks and thisperiod was enough for them to impact maize growingespecially during the first month of cropping.Therefore, author should record (e.g. weigh, density...)the suppressed weed.This data should be used also as random factor in themixed model analysis.Actually, the results presented are including not only theeffect of I. Cylindrica.

I think the methodology, data collection andstatistical analysis is adequate for now.Hand pulling of other weeds were done weeklynot after 2 weeks see text (line number 97).Beside the fact that the speargrass shootregrowth from previous rhizomes were tallerand growing vigorously than other volunteeredweeds. Sometimes the other weeds were notthere, and their effect were not near significant,as to have any effect on the dominant speargrasswhich is more efficient and a strongercompetitor.
Minor REVISION comments Missing space between words and such errors arefrequent in the text body (see attached file). Corrected
Optional/General comments If not possible to introduce the data of other weedspecies in the field, authors should discuss this effect.However, the discussion presented is poor due toinsufficient explanation of the competition with was onlyfocussed on PAR meanwhile; nutrient requirement couldbe explore based on the literature.We were also expecting insight of moisture competitionwith sound report from literature.

This is a study that can go further to exploreother expect of competitive relationshipsbetween speargrass and maize or other plants,like nutrient requirement and moisturecompetition as you mentioned. PAR for now yes.We look at practical situation of small holdersfarmers faced with the problem of speargrassregrowth sometimes occasioned by landpreparation method.


