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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. Yes. It presents concrete experimental results, useful to apply to rice cultivation in
the face of environmental stress

2. Yes
I recommended to include the corresponding keywords, according to:
Keywords
Immediately after the abstract, about 4-8 keywords should be given. Use of
abbreviations should be avoided, only standard abbreviations, well known in the
established area may be used, if appropriate. These keywords will be used for
indexing.
See: https://peerreviewcentral.com/page/general-guideline-for-authors

3. Yes
I recommend adapting the figures to what is indicated in the “General Guideline for
Authors”
See: https://peerreviewcentral.com/page/general-guideline-for-authors
Tables and figures should be presented as per their appearance in the text. It is
suggested that the discussion about the tables and figures should appear in the text
before the appearance of the respective tables and figures. No tables or figures
should be given without discussion or reference inside the text.

4. Yes

5. Yes
I recommend adapting the list to what is indicated in the General Guideline for
Authors, for example:
Reference to a journal:
1. Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin
Exp Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98.
See: https://peerreviewcentral.com/page/general-guideline-for-authors

Minor REVISION comments

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

1. Yes

Optional/General comments

I recommend evaluating whether it is appropriate to include a map of the study area.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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