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	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 of significant importance to the scientific community, particularly for researchers and agricultural practitioners involved in rice cultivation and breeding.
· The study addresses a critical challenge faced by rice farmers in flood-prone regions, such as Guyana, by evaluating the emergence of various rice genotypes under different depths of standing water.

· The findings provide valuable insights into the development of flood-tolerant rice varieties, which are essential for ensuring food security in regions affected by unpredictable climatic conditions and poor drainage systems.

· Additionally, the study contributes to the broader understanding of rice's physiological responses to flooding, which can inform future breeding programs and agricultural practices aimed at improving crop resilience and yield in flood-affected areas.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "The Emergence of Rice (Oryza sativa L.) Genotypes from Standing Water," is suitable as it accurately reflects the focus of the study. However, to make it more specific and informative.
	

	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 comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study's objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the practical implications of the results for farmers and the rice industry in Guyana. For example, adding a sentence like, "The findings suggest that certain genotypes, such as FG12-259 and G18-110, could be prioritized for cultivation in flood-prone areas, potentially reducing crop losses and improving yield stability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The experimental design, methodology, and data analysis are well-described and appropriate for the research questions addressed. The results are presented clearly, and the conclusions are supported by the data. The study adheres to standard scientific practices, and the use of a completely randomized design with replications enhances the reliability of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include a mix of recent and foundational studies relevant to the topic. However, a few additional references could be included to strengthen the discussion on flood tolerance mechanisms in rice. For example:

Colmer, T. D., & Voesenek, L. A. C. J. (2009). Flooding tolerance: suites of plant traits in variable environments. Functional Plant Biology, 36(8), 665-681. This paper provides a comprehensive review of plant traits associated with flooding tolerance.

Bailey-Serres, J., & Voesenek, L. A. C. J. (2008). Flooding stress: acclimations and genetic diversity. Annual Review of Plant Biology, 59, 313-339. This review discusses the genetic diversity and acclimation responses of plants to flooding stress.


	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, concise, and well-structured, with minimal grammatical errors. However, some minor revisions for clarity and flow could be made, particularly in the results and discussion sections, to ensure that the findings are presented in a more cohesive manner.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written and addresses an important research question with practical implications for rice cultivation in flood-prone regions. With minor revisions to the abstract and discussion sections, as well as the addition of a few key references, the manuscript would be suitable for publication in a reputable scientific journal
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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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