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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript addresses a critical gap in food security for Burkina Faso by evaluating the adoption of the System of Rice Intensification (SRI). It provides localized empirical data from the Songo II lowland, offering specific insights into why high-potential agricultural technologies often see low adoption rates despite superior yields. The study is particularly valuable for its comparative analysis of economic profitability versus labor demands, highlighting that "ease of implementation" is as vital as "yield" for smallholder farmers. Consequently, it offers a practical framework for extension services to adapt technological packages to the socio-economic realities of sub-Saharan African producers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is descriptive and accurately reflects the geographical focus (Songo II, Pô) and the core objective of the study.
	

	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, but with minor suggestions.

Strengths: It clearly states the objective, methodology (25 farmers in 2024), key results regarding yield (6222 kg/ha vs 4444 kg/ha), and primary constraints.

Suggestion: The abstract mentions the gross margin (439,400 FCFA vs 417,800 FCFA). It would be beneficial to explicitly state in the abstract that while yield increased significantly, the gross margin difference was narrow due to high labor costs, as this is a central finding of the discussion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology uses established data collection techniques, including documentary research and structured interviews. The data processing via SPSS and Excel for quantitative trends is appropriate for this scale of study. The conclusions are logically derived from the results, particularly the correlation between low adoption and the tedious nature of thinning/weeding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites foundational SRI texts (Uphoff, 2015) and relevant local strategies (SNDR, 2011). However, many key statistics regarding national production and policy are from 2012–2014. Including more recent national rice production data (post-2020) would strengthen the "Introduction" and "Discussion" sections to reflect the current agricultural landscape in Burkina Faso.
	

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


	The language is clear, technical, and suitable for scholarly communication. Some terms (e.g., "hill," "dibble planting," "paddy rice") are used correctly within the agronomic context.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study highlights a fascinating gender dynamic: while women constitute 40% of the sample (10 out of 25), 100% of them practice the Traditional System. The manuscript would benefit from a brief qualitative exploration in the "Discussion" of why no women in the sample adopted SRI whether this is due to land tenure, access to the "tedious" labor required, or lack of access to extension services.
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