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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript is very important. A very good scenario on rice productivity and the social paradox has been well evaluated. A very important aspect in this manuscript is that the study considered 16 years’ time series data of forty two African countries. The analysis of the study was very good.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is found suitable
	

	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 is comprehensive. Preferably, the abstracts should be written in a single paragraph covering introduction, research methodology, results and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are older than 10 (ten) years 
	

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

	The language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The keywords should be written in alphabetical ascending order
2. Please check all the red-yellow highlighted points and correct accordingly.

3. et. al should be written in italics 

4. Put space between 1.Data (2.1.Data)

5. In ‘2.2 METHODS’ should not include the objective of the study. The objectives should be included in introduction
6. The sub-headlines should not be underlined

7. If possible put the citation for 2.2.1 and 2.2.2

8. Use proper citation rule.

9. Lots of citations are not included in the references. Please include all citations in the references. All are highlighted in the manuscript

10. Many of the references are not observed as citation in the manuscript. Remove all the unnecessary references 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There is no ethical issues in this manuscript
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