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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.


	Silicon is one of the most abundant elements in the Earth’s crust and is known for its beneficial effects on many crops, particularly paddy. Silicon application has been reported to significantly increase paddy yield. However, most of the silicon present in soil is not readily available to the crop. In this study, researchers isolated native silicon-solubilizing bacteria (SSB) and evaluated their effects on growth, yield, and silicon use efficiency in paddy. Both organic and inorganic sources of silicon were applied in combination with SSB to assess their influence on crop performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate; however, the study also included both organic and inorganic sources of silicon as major inputs to evaluate their effects on paddy performance. Therefore, the title may be revised to reflect the interactive effects of SSB and silicon sources on the growth and yield of paddy.
	

	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 well written; however, minor corrections are required. For example, the term “ameliorating the yield” is not appropriate under normal conditions, as “amelioration” is generally used in the context of problematic soil management. A more suitable expression should be used.

In addition, the abstract states that four native strains of silicon-solubilizing bacteria (SSB) were isolated and that the most efficient strain was used in the experiment. However, this information is not presented in the Results section. Therefore, either these results should be included in the Results section, or this part should be omitted from the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically conducted and well organized, with all sections written in a clear and professional manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the article are sufficient. However, several statements in the Introduction section are presented without proper citation. These should be identified and supported with appropriate references.
	

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


	The English used in the article is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. However, some word choices could be improved for clarity and precision. Example, expressions such as “ameliorating the yield,” “greatest yield,” and “greater yield” “greatest magnitude” may be avoided and replaced with more appropriate terms to enhance understanding and consistency throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The section describing the isolation of the four SSB strains and the method used to identify the most efficient strain should be included. 

The conclusion is presented twice in the manuscript and should be consolidated into a single section. 

The reference list should be formatted uniformly according to the journal’s style guidelines.
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