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This manuscript is accepted with minor changes. The paper has scientific quality, all 
sections are clear and the design chosen is good and appropriate to the study and 
the variables evaluated are adequate for this experiment. Only little corrections were 
done in each section.  
 
Title: 
Is ok 
 
Abstract: 
Is ok. Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 
 
Introduction: 
To write the economic importance of rice production in Bangladesh (annual production, 
acreage, yield and production value). 
Little corrections were done in the manuscript. 
 
Materials and Methods: 
Write latitude, longitude and altitude. 
Describe the main agronomic characteristics of BRRI dhan 29 and BRRI Dhan 58 rice 
variety. 
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Are ok. Tables are clear and explicative. 
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