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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

The MS is of interest for scientists and farmers. But I miss sound
methodology concerning data collection and statistical analysis.
In fact, it is done well to suppress the other weed species from
the field to have only the effect of I. Cylindrical.

However, this operation was done after 2 weeks and this period
was enough for them to impact maize growing especially 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 the mixed
model analysis.

Actually, the results presented are including not only the effect
of . Cylindrica.

Minor REVISION comments

Missing space between words and such errors are frequent in
the text body (see attached file).

Optional /General comments

If not possible to introduce the data of other weed species in the
field, authors should discuss this effect.

However, the discussion presented is poor due to insufficient
explanation of the competition with was only focussed on PAR
meanwhile, nutrient requirement could be explore based on the
literature.

We were also expecting insight of moisture competition with
sound report from literature.
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