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PART 1:Review Comments 
 

 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) 

CompulsoryREVIEW comments 
 

 
Theme: Original cut theme, apparently this study does not exist in the work area. 

Summary: It is necessary to integrate the objective of the research. evaluate rice genotypes under hydroponics to identify 

root-based traits for drought tolerance. 

Keywords: The UNESCO Thesaurus allows the location of the article within a universal academic language: Agriculture - 

Agricultural development - agrarian economy .... 

Introduction: The study contextualizes the identified problem that has not yet been resolved. It is correctly justified as is the 

objective; It is necessary to state the hypothesis of this study. 

Materials and methods: It is described in a good way, the controlled experimental design, the study of the sample is 

favorable in relation to the investigation, the place of the study is shown as well as the interventions carried out and the 

statistical analysis of this process. 

Results and Discussion: It would be important to indicate that there are no studies on this subject to indicate its originality, 

therefore, comparisons of results cannot be made; Similarly, it is important to indicate the lines of research that this study 

offers and if there have been difficulties in the study process, it is good to mention them. Otherwise everything is correct. 

Conclusions: The conclusion fits the objective of the investigation. 

Bibliographic references. The citations provide important academic support to the proposed study 

 
The graphs and tables were added 
As per the reviewer comments, the entire manuscript has been 
corrected. 
 

MinorREVIEW comments 
 

THIS ARTICLE SHOWS A SERIOUS RESEARCH WITH IMPORTANT SOCIAL AND ACADEMIC CONTRIBUTION, 
THEREFORE, I SUGGEST IT BE PUBLISHED, WITH THE MINIMUM RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
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