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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.
	· Submergence stress is a major constraint to rice production in flood-prone regions like Kebbi State, Nigeria. Identifying rice cultivars with submergence tolerance is crucial for climate-resilient farming. This study evaluates survival, elongation traits, and the Submergence Tolerance Index (STI) in selected cultivars. The findings provide insight for breeding programs targeting flood-affected agro-ecologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Evaluation of Submergence Tolerance and Associated Traits in Selected Rice (Oryza sativa L.) Cultivars Grown in Kebbi State, Nigeria"
	

	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 introduction does not clearly identify the research gap. While it explains the severity of flooding and mentions the development of Sub1A rice varieties, it lacks a pointed rationale for the current study.

· The phrase “chronic effect” is introduced without proper definition or context…some line should be added in the context the effect of submergence condition on plant specifically on rice. Include 1–2 sentences on the physiological or genetic basis of Sub1A tolerance (e.g., role of ethylene response factor-like gene, elongation suppression) to strengthen the scientific depth.

· While the method for submergence is standard, the description lacks detail on pot arrangement (e.g., spacing, container setup), and water quality parameters beyond temperature and light (e.g., pH). Incorporate one photograph of the experiment set up.

· The in-text references, especially to Ja’afar et al. (2024), are used frequently. Ensure this reference provides original methodological innovations or has high relevance; otherwise, excessive self-citation can reduce credibility.

· STI thresholds or qualitative benchmarks should be clearly stated to avoid subjective classification.

· Swarna-Sub1 is said to exhibit the quiescence strategy due to Sub1A, but also shows highest elongation and elongation rate, which contradicts the known behavior of Sub1A genotypes.

· Elongation rates show unusually high SDs, e.g., 2.98 ± 14.24 for Mai Hijabi. This implies poor repeatability or high intra-sample variability.

· Use of “2.51 abc±4’99” includes a typo (apostrophe instead of decimal).

· Include Pearson or Spearman correlation analysis to explore physiological trait relationships.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Khalil et al. (2023–2024) – “Genetic mapping studies and regulatory pathways in rice submergence tolerance” (Plant Physiology and Biochemistry).

Reviews the SUB1 locus (SUB1A, SUB1B, SUB1C), its interaction with downstream factors, and highlights implications of integrating additional QTLs beyond Sub1A. 

Bharti et al. (2024) – “Mechanistic Insights and Genetic Approaches for Enhancing Submergence Tolerance in Rice” (Journal of Experimental Agriculture International).

Covers marker-assisted selection, breeding strategies, and how Sub1A integration has advanced flood tolerance breeding. 
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