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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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 research addresses an important and practical topic in rice production systems under the Guinea savanna environment, combining specialized tillage systems with chemical weed control within an appropriate experimental design. The results are clear and field-applicable, and they demonstrate a clear economic dimension through the analysis of the Benefit–Cost Ratio.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, it is generally suitable and reflects the main factors studied.
	

	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.

	The abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the objective, experimental design, treatments, main results, and conclusions. I suggest making some revisions (such as deletions) as indicated in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall  and the experimental design data collection  and interpretation of results are appropriate.  However,  implementing the suggested revisions in the manuscript would further strengthen the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the subject matter. The proportion of recent references (≥50% IN the last five years) is considered  . However, updating or replacing a few older references with more recent studies  would further strengthen the literature base. and thus, I suggest using references by visit
•	https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11269-024-03910-z 
•	https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328261787 
•	https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/16/9/1625 
others cite
	

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

	

yes


	

	Optional/General comments

	FOLLOW THE DIRECTIONS AND NOTES IN THE MANUSCRIPT TEXT.	
	












	PART  2: 


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

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NO
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