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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.


	Silicon is one of the important beneficial nutrients for crops particularly for rice crop. The present study was conducted to know the effect of silicon application on the growth, yield, uptake of Si in rice and maize crops. The study also included soil and foliar application of Si, which gives a better understanding of the method of application for better crop productivity of the rice-maize cropping system. The results of the study showed that external application Si have no significant impact on rice crop due to its abundant intake by rice crop, but significant difference only found in maize crop.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is clearly understandable and adequate. However, slight modification is necessary. The article title may be changed to “Silicon Uptake and Distribution Under Rice–Maize Cropping System: Effects on Soil Availability and Crop Productivity”. As the article includes the effect of Si application on both rice and maize crop, mentioning only “rice grown under” gives misinterpretation. 
	

	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 of the article is clear and concise. However, the objective of the absrtract is to find the effect of Si on rice productivity, excluding the maize crop productivity. It may be clearly mentioned about the whether it is the effect of Si effect on Rice and maize crops or residual effect of Si on Maize crop. Results of the maize crop in abstract is omitted. It may be included in one sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript sounds good scientifically. The methodology followed in the research and observation recording, results and analysis followed seems to be correct. The tables and graphs are adequate. The results are well discussed with previous research work.  Except for few minor corrections are needed for better understanding of the manuscript.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and recent.  But it needs minor corrections.

Ma and Takahashi, 1989 (correction)

Pati et al. (2016) and Gong et al. (2003) (missing),


	

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


	English quality of the article is clear and understandable. However, some spelling mistakes were found.

Cobbs instead of cob, if or of. Ad instead of and, Found instead of received etc. (Highlighted in the article)
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article needs following correction for better understanding 

· Instead of general description, provide available initial nutrient status in kg/ha for NPK

· The RDF for both crops may be provided.

· Whether, Si applied for Rice crop or both? Clear details may be provided in Methodology part

· Agroclimatic details table may be presented in Graph

· In table 2, NS is not mentioned anywhere, though it is mentioned in explanation.

· Available Si content in soil at which crop growth stage is not mentioned.
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