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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.


	The research titled "Influence of Fertilizer Subsidy Policy on Land Allocation for Rice Production in Western Kenya" presents a timely and significant contribution to the field of agricultural economics. Its relevance is underscored by current challenges in sustainable agriculture and policy-driven resource allocation. The study effectively explores how governmental fertilizer subsidy policies influence land allocation decisions among rice producers.

By adjusting for labor inputs and irrigation status, the research provides a nuanced analysis of land distribution patterns under varying fertilizer use categories. These insights can guide policymakers in designing targeted subsidy strategies that optimize rice production and promote equitable land use. The empirical approach is commendable, and the findings offer practical implications for both policy formulation and agricultural planning in Kenya.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is absolutely fine, no need to change it.
	

	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.


	No, the abstract is well organized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the manuscript presents a scientifically sound premise and outlines a promising methodology, it lacks a foundational literature review. There is no clear identification of prior work in this area or articulation of the existing research gap, which undermines the scholarly context and justification for the study.

Moreover, although the methodology section details sophisticated analytical tools—including the Cobb-Douglas production function, multiple regression analysis, non-parametric tests (Kruskal-Wallis and Mann-Whitney U), and Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)—none of these analyses are reflected in the results or discussion sections. The absence of these results is a critical issue, as it prevents validation of the research design and impairs the credibility of the findings.

The authors must address the following before the manuscript can be considered for publication:

· Incorporate a comprehensive literature review to position the research within the broader academic discourse.

· Clearly state the research gap and objectives.

· Present the results of the proposed analyses as outlined in the methodology, or revise the methods section to accurately reflect the scope of analysis conducted.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript references literature that is notably outdated and lacks engagement with more recent studies relevant to fertilizer subsidy policies, land allocation, and rice production dynamics—particularly in the Kenyan or broader Sub-Saharan African context. Incorporating current literature is essential to accurately position the study within evolving academic and policy debates. Without this, the work risks overlooking significant advancements in methodology, policy analysis, and empirical findings that could strengthen the validity and relevance of its conclusions.

The author(s) are advised to:

· Review recent publications from the past 5–7 years in agricultural economics, development policy, and resource allocation frameworks.

· Emphasize how newer findings relate to and support their research objectives.

· Consider integrating regional case studies or global comparative insights for broader contextualization.


	

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


	Yes, It is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper requires major revision.
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