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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important as it provides information on the ability of different rice genotypes to establish seedlings under various water depths and helps understand rice emergence in standing water to improve crop resilience and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and relevant to the study. However, it could be refined for better clarity
Emergence of Rice (Oryza sativa L.) Genotypes Under Varying Water Depths: Highlights the variation in water levels.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is well-structured and clearly presents the objective, methodology, and main results of the study, but it could be more concise and avoid some repetitions. 

 A better synthesis of the results and a rewording of certain parts would improve the clarity and flow of the text while better highlighting the scientific impact of the study.
Keywords: For better consistency with the rest of the abstract, it is preferable to replace.

standing water to water depth

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as it presents a clear research objective, a well-defined methodology, and relevant results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography is insufficient, lacking recent and updated references, which weakens the discussion. Updating these references would not only enhance the credibility of the study but also its scientific relevance.
	

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


	The article's language is clear, but some sentences are lengthy or repetitive, with minor grammatical issues
	

	Optional/General comments


	Additional parameters that could be added to the Materials and Methods section of the manuscript to make the study more detailed and rigorous:

· Specify the climatic and environmental conditions during the experiment (temperature, humidity, light) to better contextualize the results.

· Specify how the water depth was measured and controlled during the experiment (with measuring devices, frequency of adjustments, etc.). This ensures the accuracy of the manipulated variables.

· Briefly explain the criteria that led to the selection of the genotypes used in the study.
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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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