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Please write a few sentences regarding the This paper succeeded in discussing and reviewing the scientific importance of some improved
importance of this manuscript for the scientific and flood-resistant rice accessions, focusing on studying the effect of phosphorus levels in this
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be regard. It also focused on using some molecular specific markers to differentiate between
required for this part. tolerant and sensitive genotypes.

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes, the title is very appropriate.

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and covers all the research points.
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please Yes, the paper was prepared in a scientifically sound manner, which ensures that the results
write here. are presented well, and this is very clear.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Yes, the references are sufficient and there is no need to increase their number.

have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Is the language/English quality of the article Yes, the language level is suitable for scientific communication.
suitable for scholarly communications?
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