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	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.


	This study addresses practical agronomic challenges in rice cultivation by examining nitrogen fertilization and plant spacing effects on BRRI dhan28, which is relevant for Bangladesh's food security. The research provides field-validated data on optimizing nitrogen application rates and spacing configurations that could help farmers improve yields while managing input costs. The findings contribute to understanding how 125% of recommended nitrogen dose combined with wider spacing enhances productivity, offering actionable recommendations for boro rice cultivation systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title needs revision as it doesn't clearly communicate the study's focus. I suggest: "Effect of Nitrogen Levels and Plant Spacing on Growth, Yield and Economic Feasibility of BRRI dhan28 Rice in Boro season in Bangladesh"
	

	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 covers key elements but requires improvements. It should briefly mention the experimental location and soil type for context. The results section lists too many parameters without clear emphasis on the most significant findings. Remove excessive detail about individual treatments and focus on the optimal combination (N₃S₄). Add a sentence about economic implications since the title mentions feasibility but economics aren't discussed in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound with appropriate experimental design and statistical analysis using RCBD with three replications. However, there's an error in section 2.2 stating "The experiment was conducted to find out the effects of nitrogen and plant spacing in lettuce" when it should be rice. Nitrogen rates need clarification - the abstract mentions 149 kg N ha⁻¹ for N₃ but methods show 323 kg ha⁻¹, creating confusion about actual application rates.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are reasonably current with good representation from 2022-2025, though heavily weighted toward the authors' own publications (Mia et al. appears 8 times). The study would benefit from more diverse international literature on rice nitrogen management and spacing optimization. Include references on economic analysis methods since the conclusion mentions partial budget analysis but no economic data is presented in results.
	

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


	The English requires moderate editing for scholarly publication. Issues include grammatical errors (e.g., "The experiment comprised of Levels"), inconsistent terminology, awkward phrasing throughout, and formatting problems in tables. Sentences like "Side by side, the highest number..." need restructuring. The discussion sections mix results with interpretation unclearly, and transitions between paragraphs are abrupt in several places.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study lacks economic analysis data despite mentioning "partial budget analysis" in the conclusion, which weakens practical recommendations. Tables are comprehensive but could be condensed - consider moving some detailed interaction data to supplementary materials. The discussion heavily relies on stating results rather than interpreting mechanisms. Explain why N₃S₄ performed best physiologically and discuss implications for nitrogen use efficiency and resource optimization in Bangladesh's context.
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