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PART 1:Review comments 
 

MandatoryREVIEW Comments 
 

reviewer comment Author comments 
(correct the manuscript 
and highlight that part 
in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory for authors 
to write their comments 
here) 

Please write a few sentences about the 
importance of this manuscript to the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3 to 4 sentences may 
be required for this part. 
 

There are no keywords 

The context of the problem is clear. The development of the thematic axis is referentially acceptable, with studies that contribute to the reflection on 

the influence of temperatures on the growth of some crops. However, the issue of rice cultivation is referentially weak. 

The predominant findings are found in the possibility of using factors such as seed preparation, gene cultivation, molecular techniques and 

intelligent strategies. 

The conclusions are evaluated with the objective of the investigation, in this case we cannot proceed. 

 
 

 

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

 

 
Suitable topic for research 
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Is the article summary complete? Do you suggest 
adding (or removing) some points in this section? 
Please write your suggestions here. 

 

 

This section must state the objective of the research, the methodology used, and the conclusions. These elements are a requirement of a 

bibliographic reference article. What is presented could be good in the introduction of the work. 

 

Are the subsections and structure of the 
manuscript appropriate? 

 
Because it is a reference article, the structure responds to its structure. Topic – Summary – Keywords – Introduction – Development – Conclusions 

– References. 

Review article. Document resulting from a completed investigation where the results of published or unpublished research on a field in science or 

technology are analyzed, systematized and integrated, in order to account for advances and development trends. It is characterized by presenting a 

careful bibliographic review of at least 50 references. 

 

Please write a few sentences about the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think 
this manuscript is scientifically sound and 
technically sound? A minimum of 3 to 4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

 
It is not a scientific or technical manuscript for the reasons mentioned. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions for additional references, 
please mention them in the review form. 
- 

 
The references are appropriate. However, they are not updated. 

 

 

MinorREVIEW Comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Adequate. 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
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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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