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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.


	This manuscript addresses a very important aspect of agricultural development in Africa, it reveals the divergence between the agronomic gain and social wellbeing. It analyses the data from 33 African countries over a period of 15 years. The study provides a robust macro-level perspective on why rice yield gains do not automatically translate into poverty reduction. The findings are highly relevant for policymakers and researchers focused on inclusive agricultural transformation, food security, and rural development in Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and clearly reflects the study’s focus. Perhaps it my slightly be adjusted to include Africa context.
Suggested: “Rice Productivity and the “Social Paradox”: Producing More Without Reducing Poverty Evidence from Africa”
	

	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 clear; I suggest that the Abstract should start with a simple introduction of the topic. The subheadings should also be removed to make it flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is generally scientific, because it employs the use of Driscoll–Kraay standard errors which is an academically sound choice to address cross-sectional dependence in macro-panel data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, though not recent unless if it is a foundational research.
	

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


	Yes, Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on rice productivity and welfare outcomes and has a strong potential.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, The study relies exclusively on secondary, publicly available macro-level data sources. No ethical issues are identified.
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