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	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.


	· The study focuses on a highly relevant issue of submergence tolerance in rice, a major concern under present climatic fluctuations and flooding conditions.

· It provides useful information on genetic variability, heritability, and trait association, contributing to a better understanding of the genetic basis of yield and stress tolerance.

· The identification of high-yielding and submergence-tolerant backcross lines offers potential donor material for future rice improvement programs.

· The research outcomes can aid breeders in developing climate-resilient rice varieties, thereby supporting sustainable crop production and food security.

· Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to rice breeding and genetic improvement studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but could be made more specific and informative by emphasizing the key objectives or outcomes of the study.
· Evaluation of Genetic Variability and Submergence Tolerance in Backcross-Derived Lines of Rice (Oryza sativa L.).

· Identification of Submergence-Tolerant and High-Yielding Backcross Lines in Rice (Oryza sativa L.)
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study, but it could be improved for clarity and completeness.

· It should include specific objectives, a brief description of materials and methods, major findings, and a clear concluding statement highlighting the significance of the work.

· Consider including quantitative results such as ranges of heritability, genetic advance, or survival percentage under submergence to strengthen the scientific impact.

· The abstract may be slightly restructured for flow - starting with background and objectives, followed by methods, key results, and a concise conclusion.

· Avoid long or repetitive sentences and ensure the focus remains on the novelty of identifying submergence-tolerant and high-yielding backcross lines.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate experimental design and correct application of genetic and statistical analyses.

· The results support the conclusions on yield improvement, submergence tolerance, and nutritional quality.

· Minor language and presentation issues do not affect the overall scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are relevant but somewhat dated.

· Inclusion of recent studies (last 5–7 years) on SUB1-mediated submergence tolerance, genetic variability, and rice biofortification would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	· The manuscript is generally understandable, but the language requires improvement for clarity and conciseness.

· Minor grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and awkward phrasing are present and should be corrected.

· After careful editing, the manuscript would be suitable for scholarly communication in a reputed journal.
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