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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 
 

INTRODUCTION 
1- The authors were well detailed quantitatively on rice production. So, as the research 
justification is the need to increase rice production, through the selection of more robust 
varieties. Thus, they can make an actual production and consumption relationship and 
projections. 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
2 I suggest changing the order of tables: table 1 be table 2 and viser versa. 
3- Authors should pay attention to pagination, that is, remove blank pages or that page 
breaks 
4- It was not clear which methodology was used for the results in Table 4. 
5- Data from analysis of variance were not presented 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

6- If possible, update the references or 70% of the references used in the work were 
published in the last 5 years. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Review journal guidelines for citation of in-text references and list of references 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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