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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The paper is important as it provides information to improve the management of
rice cultivation, its performance and quality in Egypt

The materials and methods are clearly developed.

The presentation of the results would be clearer if letters or symbols were
included to indicate significant differences between treatments, so it would also be
important to include the probability values of each variable and the interactions in
the ANVA, not just the significant minimum difference. This will allow to know if the
effects there are significant effects of interaction between type of sowing, varieties
and fertilizer doses.

The conclusions should be reviewed since the results obtained are described
again and the results are not concluded.

Minor REVISION comments

The research is very well conducted, it contributes a great amount of information,
which is not very clearly presented and it would be very important that the
conclusions are of weight and not a new description of the results

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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