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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

Introduction

The introduction does not present a logical sequence.
Suggestion to organize a history of cases of resistance in the
USA. It can start from the adoption of no-tillage with a single
mechanism of action and emergence of resistant species.
Suggestions in minor revisions

Material and methods

Note the lack of information as methodology to obtain the
height and density of the plants of Conyza Canadensis). Other
information was not used in the discussion as soil data.
Suggestions in minor revisions

In relation to herbicides, it is suggested to use only the active
ingredient. Delete commercial brands. This information
demonstrates a conflict of interest. Suggestions in minor
revisions

Results and discussion
It presents some paragraphs that should be in the methodology
of the study. Suggestions in minor revisions

Conclusions

Presents some paragraphs that should be in the discussion. It
does not list conclusive information regarding the objective of
the study. Suggestions in minor revisions

Partially. | suggest removing trademarks and modifying
conclusions

Please clarify the ethical issue if any.
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Minor REVISION comments

Line 10 e 11. The species C. canadensis has wide distribution
and occurs mainly in temperate and subtropical regions of the
northern hemisphere and the southern hemisphere subtropics.
see reference: HOLM, E. et al. World weeds: Natural histories
and distribution. Toronto: John Wiley & Sons, 1997. p. 226-235

Line 95. “By 2003... Link this paragraph to that of line 40.
Suggestion: to organize a history of the cases of resistance in
the USA and to relate the increase of cultivation in the system
of no-tillage and changes in the mechanisms of chemical
control with repeated applications of glyphosate.

Line 125. It was not possible to correlate soil data with the
occurrence or control of Conyza canadensis.

Line 137. CO2 pressurized backpack. verify.

Line 137. Table 1 “Height” Average height? “Density”
Describe in methodology how these data were obtained.

Line 148. Table 2. Suggestion: Trade names should be
removed from the discussion. Prioritize only active ingredients.

Table 3 e table 4. Suggestion: Trade names should be
removed from the discussion. Prioritize only active ingredients.

Line 172. Cite reference of this methodology of percentage
notes or scale.

Line 242. This information should be in the methodology. If the
correlation data between growth stage and control are not
presented | suggest to remove this information.

Line 245. “In 2014...”Check this information. Studies have
shown that applications in early stages favor the control of
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Conyza canadensis.

Line 283. Conclusions. There is no conclusion according to the
objectives of the study. | suggest to be conclusive in relation to
the rotation mechanisms of chemical mechanisms for the
control of horseweed.

Line 284 -291. This paragraph is not a conclusion. It should be
inserted into the discussion.

Line 306. This paragraph is a discussion, not a conclusion.

Optional/General comments
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