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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.

	Low phosphorus (P) availability in soils is a major limiting factor for plant growth and crop yields globally, including in rice
Therefore, improving the phosphorus deficiency tolerance of rice varieties presents a more sustainable and cost-effective solution compared to heavy reliance on fertilizers
The Pup1 region in Kasalath includes a 278 Kb insertion/deletion (INDEL), and near-isogenic lines (NILs) carrying this QTL have demonstrated improved phosphorus uptake
The identification and introgression of phosphorus deficiency tolerance alleles represent a promising breeding strategy for developing rice cultivars capable of thriving under low-phosphorus conditions, thereby enhancing yield and contributing to food and nutritional security
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate; it considers the aspects of what the document covers.
	

	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 summary can be improved by considering the methodology, the most significant findings or results of the study, as well as a key conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The writing is correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and appear to be the most appropriate to support the work
	

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

	The writing in relation to the language is correct
	

	Optional/General comments

	The work is appropriate and relevant to the scientific community and of interest in the agricultural field. Improvements could be made, particularly to the summary and discussion sections (ensuring consistency and delving deeper into why the findings are similar to other studies - what factors or combinations of elements make them similar); and to present concise conclusions derived from the work itself.
There are some minor writing issues regarding the correct use of uppercase and lowercase letters, as well as which words should or should not be italicized (marked in the document).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No, apparently there are no interests of this nature.
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