Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_122770

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluating Physiological and Growth Parameters of Rice Varieties in Irrigated Conditions of the Raipur Plain

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	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.


	This version is very important for the scientific community because currently the problems of climate change are one of the problems of agricultural production and we have its effects on agricultural products and lack of food for humans. In this manuscript, they have worked on the physiological stages or the phenology stage of plant growth, and the shorter these stages are, the sooner we get the results. Therefore, the shorter the phenology stages, the less water is needed in terms of climate change. And that he has worked these steps in this manuscript, I see a positive step in agriculture and I am in favor of it..
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this manuscript is good, but I suggest the title to be as follows:

Evaluation of physiological parameters and growth phenology in rice cultivars under irrigated conditions of Raipur Plain
	

	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 of this manuscript is excellent, only at the end of the abstract should be mentioned better species that have given better results in this research and add the names of the species. And he did not mention the keywords, which should be between 4 and 7 keywords.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate and well organized.
	

	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.
	According to the forms and data mentioned, it probably shows the practicality of this version, but why the ANOVA table is not included, it questions the scientific nature of this manuscript, and the data I saw here is more scientific, but the data in the table ANOA in the mentioned text, these data should be arranged in a table, and otherwise, the scientific nature of this manuscript is reduced and it cannot be printed in scientific journals.
	

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

-
	In the above manuscript, the sources should be increased, at least 15 to 20 sources should be checked because in this case there are many scientific articles that have already been published in reputable journals, so these sources are not enough and should be increased. And the resources in the list of resources should be set to the API system and should be moved in the form of numbers in the text.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Well, the written language is not bad, but some attention in terms of punctuation and punctuation is needed to affect the quality of the article. Figures should be arranged according to a specific format for journals, this arrangement is not academic at all.

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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