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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.


	This manuscript holds significance for the scientific community as it addresses the persistent challenge of brown spot disease in rice, a major constraint to yield and quality. By evaluating traditional rice varieties for resistance, the study contributes valuable information toward identifying potential genetic resources for future breeding programs. The findings also emphasize the current lack of resistance sources and underline the need for integrated disease management approaches. Overall, it provides a strong foundation for future molecular and genetic studies aimed at developing brown spot–resistant rice cultivars.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the study’s focus on screening traditional rice varieties for resistance to brown spot disease under field conditions. It is concise, informative, and relevant to the research content.
	

	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 well-written and clearly presents the aim, methodology, and findings of the study. However, it is quite brief, containing only about 150 words. It is recommended to expand it to around 250–300 words by adding more details about the experimental setup, screening procedures, environmental conditions, and the significance of the findings for future research and breeding programs. This will make the abstract more comprehensive and informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The objectives are clearly defined, and the methodology for field screening using artificial inoculation and standard evaluation protocols is appropriate. The results are presented logically and align with the study’s objectives. Overall, the scientific approach is valid and supports the conclusions drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a large number of references, covering both foundational and recent studies, which supports its scientific context. The references are generally sufficient and include recent literature up to 2025.

	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, well-structured, and conveys scientific information accurately. Minor grammatical improvements and sentence restructuring could enhance readability, but overall, it meets the standards for publication in a scientific journal.
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