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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	It is an important study since it provides insights into the adaptability, performance, and yield potential of different rice varieties in a specific agro-climatic zone. 

This research can help in identifying the most suitable varieties for optimal growth and productivity under the local environmental conditions, ultimately contributing to enhanced food security, efficient water use, and improved agricultural practices in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Indeed 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.


	Not comprehensive
Conclusion and significance of the study are missing
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Recommendations and declaration of conflict of interest are missing as the last sub-headings
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Indeed, it is scientifically robust and technically sound due to its comprehensive approach in assessing key physiological and growth parameters under specific environmental conditions. Equally, the study's design, focusing on irrigated conditions in a specific agro-climatic zone, allows for precise evaluation of varietal performance, which is crucial for agricultural productivity. 

The use of well-established methodologies for data collection and analysis ensures the reliability of the results, making the findings valuable for both researchers and practitioners in the field of agronomy. 

Additionally, the study's relevance to improving rice cultivation practices under controlled conditions further supports its scientific merit.
	

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

-
	Too old citations provided need to be replaced with most current ones as highlighted in the manuscript
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes, the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

	

	Optional/General comments


	A good research idea 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Charles Nyarang’o Nyamwamu

	Department, University & Country
	University of Eldoret, Kenya


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

