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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 study provides a simple and cost-effective approach for identifying drought-tolerant rice genotypes by integrating laboratory screening with field evaluation. The findings are highly relevant for developing climate-resilient rice varieties for rainfed upland ecosystems. The identified landraces offer valuable genetic resources for future rice breeding programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope, methodology, and study region. However, it is slightly lengthy; minor shortening may improve readability without losing meaning.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured. It clearly outlines the objectives, methodology, key findings, and significance of the study. Minor editing for conciseness and removal of repeated information may further improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, statistical analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate and well supported by data and literature. The conclusions are consistent with the results presented.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent studies. Both classical and contemporary literature are appropriately cited. No major additions are required.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. However, minor grammatical errors, formatting inconsistencies, and typographical issues are present and should be corrected through careful proofreading.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well organized and contributes useful information on drought screening methodologies. Figures and tables are informative but could benefit from improved formatting and consistency. Overall, the manuscript requires minor editorial refinements.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The study involves plant materials and standard experimental procedures.
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