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	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.


	As stated by the authors, the study was conducted more than 5 years ago (2019). Still it presents robust findings for the cultivation of rice through proper spacing and increased yield. I would suggest authors to present and write the significance of the study clearly in abstract and introduction section, to make it clear.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	(optional) The authors can choose better title to show the assessment or optimization done on their part rather than repetitively using ‘yield’ word. Some of suggestions are:

1. Assessing the Effects of Inter-Row Spacing and Seed Rate on Yield and Agronomic Performance in Irrigated Somali Fields

2. Influence of Row Spacing and Seed Rate on Growth, Yield and Productivity of Irrigated Rice in the Somali Region

3. Analysing the Effects of Inter-Row Spacing and Seed Rate on Yield and Productivity of Irrigated Rice in the Somali Region

4. An Empirical Study on Inter-Row Spacing and Seed Rate Effects in Irrigated Rice Cultivation in Somalia


	

	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.


	Yes, in my opinion, it’s better to remove the part “A field experiment was conducted in 2019” because:

1. It already makes the study look outdated

2. There is a greater chance that the environment and stats for rice cultivation/market has changed in Somalia.

Rephrase the line to show the region, the conditions etc. but remove the year.

Rather than providing all numerical data, you should state the best results, their treatments and practical implications. Leave all the numerical data for conclusion part.

In last line of abstract, provide future scope of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The manuscript is in a great need for validation by pictures.

2. The numerical data presents results of the study but for Table 4 the CV % is >10 (net yield, plant height, NFGPP, NUGPP and SY), leading to believe that the data has higher variability, which is still acceptable in field trial experiments but to validate these results, pictures of experiments will help.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not sufficient, not recent. The latest reference is from 2019, making the discussions of the study outdated.

The references and discussion section should be updated with publication from last 5 years. More relevant data of studies should be discussed to support and provide evidence for this manuscript.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Although the introduction is brief and to the point, it misses the main reason for background information, explain a bit more about significance of this study. Try adding recent data from last 5 years. The introduction seems outdated from first look. Start from the rice production stats of the area, the need for expansion, you can also include global food demand data or expanding population demand.  After that state the significance of your idea, the novelty of your study and the objective.

2. Remove this line from starting “Rice (Oryza sativa L.) is an annual cereal crop and one of the most important staple foods for the global population (Zhao et al., 2011)”

3. Materials and Methods: There is no mention of soil type, use of fertilizers or organic farming. What kind of conditions, temperature, soil, irrigation conditions were provided. Provide details of the experiment. Provide location coordinates if possible.

Provide pictures of trial for Results section.

4. Update references for your discussion. Are there any published related studies in last 5 years?

5. Shift the numerical data from abstract to Conclusion section. Add a line of challenges in the practical implication of the study on large scale and a suggestion for future studies.
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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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