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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 (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 study is quite important for the scientific community as it sheds light on how flood-affected rice compares to normal rice in terms of cooking and sensory qualities. Flooding is an increasingly common issue, especially in rice-growing regions, and it leads to significant crop losses. By comparing the two types of rice, the manuscript helps us understand how we can still use flood-affected rice in the food industry, especially for creating value-added products. This can help mitigate the economic loss that farmers face, making it a practical and valuable piece of research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly conveys the main focus of the study—comparing the cooking and sensory qualities of flood-affected rice with normal rice. However, a slight tweak could make it sound a little smoother:
Suggested title: "Cooking and Sensory Quality Characteristics of Flood-Affected Rice Compared with Normal Rice."
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is mostly comprehensive. It gives an overview of the problem, the methods used, the key results, and the conclusion that flood-affected rice can still be used in value-added products. One suggestion would be to mention the specific variety of rice used and the size of the sensory panel. This would make the abstract more complete. Additionally, a brief mention of statistical methods (like ANOVA) could strengthen it
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methods are sound, using standard procedures for assessing cooking and sensory qualities. The statistical analysis is appropriate, and the results are well-supported by the data. The conclusions are also logically drawn from the results. However, the manuscript could benefit from more specific details, such as the exact statistical methods used and clearer definitions of terms like "cooking loss."
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant. However, some additional recent studies on flood-affected rice and its processing, as well as advancements in rice cooking methods, could help broaden the context. It's also worth checking the consistency in formatting references, especially the web sources, and ensuring all entries are complete.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. It's clear and understandable. A few minor changes would improve the flow, such as consistent use of hyphens (like in "flood-affected rice") and spacing around numbers and units. Also, a bit more consistency in section headings and terminology would make the manuscript even clearer.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· It might be helpful to include a data availability statement, especially if raw data is supporting your conclusions.

· Adding a few lines discussing the limitations of the study (like focusing on one variety or region) could make the research more robust.

· The conclusion could be strengthened by specifically mentioning how the findings could be applied in real-world contexts, such as developing new rice products that are less sensitive to the visual quality changes from flooding.
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