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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.


	The manuscript presents interesting research for the scientific world, but also for applied agriculture. The conclusions are directly applicable in the selection of rice varieties resistant to the action of iron compounds specific to certain geographical areas. The research is theoretically well planned and conducted. No evidence of the results is produced, so necessary in a world where digital forgery is gaining ground at a very high speed. The experimental results are exploited only in average over iron levels, and the factorial average results are not presented (the 48).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research plan is scientifically correct. The implementation is, in my opinion, deficient. The deficiencies are serious enough to require the article to be rewritten. These deficiencies are:

1) Figures 1-5 are difficult to read due to overlapping texts; the figures should be rewritten with respect to the text inside them.

2) In the Results chapter, the average estimator values ​​for many of the genotypes do not agree with the values ​​in Table 1. We ask the authors to explain; perhaps I did not understand well.

3) The authors did not introduce experimental evidence (photographs, diagrams) in the article.

4) The general solution by averaging the results over the Fe levels used is generally not convincing. The authors performed 12 x 4 = 48 experiments (4, maybe 5 times, from what is understood). The table with 48 data in a 12 X 4 matrix fits in the article and can be much better utilised.
In order to locate the deficiencies and suggestions in the article, I attached the reviewed manuscript to the review.

An example of an article on the same topic that provides the experimental evidence required by the authors of this article is:
Vu H., T., T., Le C.T.T., Phan H.T.T., Tran T.A., Relative Changes in Growth and Recovery Responses of Rice to Fe-Toxicity at Different Growth Stages, Journal of Ecological Engineering, 2024, 25(3), 25-37
See on these paper the Fiures 1, and 2.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The English language used in the writing is satisfactory. However, a check with the text editor and specialized programs (Grammarly, QuillBot, QuillBot Paraphrasing, free or licensed versions) is necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments


	For the above reasons, especially the four deficiencies indicated in the scientific manner of approaching the problem, I have given a grade of 5 with the chance of publication through a serious major revision. This means the mandatory resolution of deficiencies 1, 2 and 3. Deficiency 4 remains at the authors' choice; they may or may not present the factorial results (12x4=48). Presenting them with shorter or more detailed comments can greatly increase the quality of the article and the journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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