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	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 for the scientific community because it offers a simple and effective solution to improve rice cultivation in saline areas. By identifying the appropriate dose of salicylic acid to reduce salt stress and increase yield, the study helps to better understand how rice responds to challenging conditions. These findings can be useful for both researchers and farmers facing soil salinity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
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	The abstract is generally well-structured and informative, but a few improvements could enhance its clarity, completeness, and scientific impact.
Add a brief sentence about the experimental design.
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Briefly mention significant physiological or morphological traits improved by SA
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	The bibliography is sufficient and diverse, which strengthens the credibility of the analysis and allows for an in-depth discussion of the results, while also highlighting future research perspectives.
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	The English language of the article is generally understandable, but it would benefit from some revision to improve clarity, grammar, and academic tone
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