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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 research is of scientific value to rice and corn farmers, as it addresses how to maintain seed weight and viability during year-long storage, thus contributing to increasing the economic value of these crops when stored.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The research title is appropriate but too long; it can be shortened to no more than 11 words.
A study of the effect of using airtight storage bags on rice and corn storage
	

	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 too long and should be shortened to no more than 250 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	       Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	      Yes, but it is advisable to avoid using older references that were published more than ten years ago, as much as possible.
	

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


	      Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	    The study was conducted under two study factors: (type of crop, rice and corn – two types of storage bags). The study factors should have been expanded somewhat, such as adding a third or fourth crop. An important factor, namely storage periods, was also neglected, such as 6, 12, 18, and 24 months. Likewise, in the measurements, the study factors were evaluated with only two measurements: lost weight and seed viability. Other third and fourth measurements should have been taken to strengthen the research and increase its value and scientific importance.
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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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