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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 makes a relevant contribution to the scientific community by providing empirical, farm-level evidence on paddy productivity and profitability in a deficit district that has been largely underrepresented in the existing literature. By focusing on Brahmanbaria, an eastern flood-prone region, the study helps to address a clear spatial and agro-ecological gap in rice economics research in Bangladesh, which has predominantly emphasized coastal or surplus-producing areas. The systematic estimation of yield levels, cost structures, and benefit–cost ratios offer policy-relevant insights into why national self-sufficiency in rice can coexist with persistent regional inefficiencies. Moreover, the identification of production constraints at the farm level strengthens the manuscript’s potential value for scholars and policymakers interested in targeted, location-specific interventions to improve food security, farm income, and the efficiency of rice-based farming systems in developing economies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Given that the target outlet is the Asian Journal of Advances in Agricultural Research (AJAAR)—a journal that typically accommodates descriptive, applied, and region-specific agricultural studies—the current title is acceptable but not optimal. It meets the journal’s general scope, yet it can be improved to better align with AJAAR’s editorial standards, which emphasize clarity, applied relevance, and accurate signaling of methodological depth, rather than strong theoretical.
I would recommend the following title: 
“Yield and Profitability of Paddy Farming in a Rice-Deficit District of Bangladesh: Evidence from Brahmanbaria”

	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it covers the study’s objective, methods, key results, and conclusions. However, it remains largely descriptive and would benefit from sharper analytical focus. First, the research gap should be stated more explicitly, clarifying why evidence from a rice-deficit, flood-prone district such as Brahmanbaria adds new value to the existing literature. Second, methodological details could be streamlined by removing software references and instead emphasizing the estimation of yield, costs, net returns, and benefit–cost ratios at the farm level. Third, the reported yield and BCR values should be briefly contextualized (e.g., relative to national averages or other districts) to clarify their significance. Finally, the concluding recommendations could be condensed and more clearly linked to the specific constraints identified in the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound at a basic descriptive level. The calculations of yield, production costs, net returns, and benefit–cost ratios follow standard farm-level accounting practices and are internally consistent, with no obvious technical or arithmetic errors.

However, the scientific rigor is limited by the exclusive use of descriptive statistics. Some interpretations imply efficiency or causal relationships that are not directly supported by the methods used. Overall, the study is scientifically correct in its measurements and calculations, but the conclusions should be more carefully framed to reflect the descriptive nature of the analysis.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current set of references in the manuscript appears insufficient in both recency and breadth relative to the extensive and rapidly evolving literature on rice productivity and profitability. The majority of cited works are relatively dated or narrow in scope (often descriptive single-case studies), which limits the ability to situate the current findings within broader, comparative evidence from Bangladesh and the region.

Key gaps include:

· Recent empirical studies (2021-2025) on Boro rice productivity and profitability that use larger samples or integrated risk/return analyses, such as Mainuddin et al. (2021) on yield, input costs, and profitability across multiple sites in Bangladesh, which also highlights cost drivers like irrigation and price variability. 

· Studies linking productivity with socioeconomic and management factors, such as Emran et al. (2021) on farm-level productivity determinants in coastal Bangladesh, which helps contextualize yield variation beyond simple averages. 

· Recent research on extension and institutional influences on rice profitability, including Alam et al. (2024), which directly connects services to both productivity and farmer returns. 

· Recent regionally comparative work, such as Kiron (2023) on Boro rice profitability in specific Bangladesh districts. 

· Examples of research on technological and input effects, including HYV adoption impacts on yield and farm income (Rahman & Connor 2022), which is relevant to interpreting yield differences. 

Suggestions for additional references (to improve scientific context and recency):

1. Mainuddin, M., et al. (2021) – Yield, profitability, and prospects of irrigated Boro rice in Bangladesh, PLoS ONE; useful for benchmarking productivity, cost structure, and risk variation. 

2. Emran, S.-A., et al. (2021) – Factors contributing to farm-level productivity and household income in rice systems, PLoS ONE; supports discussion on socioeconomic drivers of productivity. 

3. Alam, M. J., et al. (2024) – Impact of agricultural extension services on rice productivity and profitability; adds institutional context to policy recommendations. 

4. Kiron, M. A. (2023) – Profitability analysis of Boro rice farming in Bangladesh; recent field evidence on cost and return patterns in another district. 

5. Rahman, M. M. & Connor, J. D. (2022) – Effect of high-yielding rice varieties on yield and income, Agriculture & Food Security; relevant to interpreting yield results. 

Incorporating such references would strengthen the manuscript’s literature foundation, improve contextualization of findings, and demonstrate engagement with the most relevant and recent empirical research in the field.


	

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


	The English language quality of the manuscript is adequate for comprehension, but it is not yet suitable for polished scholarly communication. While the overall meaning is generally clear, the text contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistent tense usage, and repetitive phrasing that detract from readability and academic tone. In several sections, especially the Results and Discussion, sentences are overly long and descriptive, reducing clarity and argumentative precision.

I recommend moderate to substantial language editing by a proficient English speaker or professional editing service. Improving sentence structure, tightening phrasing, and ensuring consistent academic style would significantly enhance the manuscript’s clarity and credibility, but these issues are editorial rather than scientific and can be addressed during revision.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant applied topic and provides useful descriptive evidence on paddy yield and profitability in a rice-deficit district of Bangladesh. Its main strength lies in the use of farm-level survey data from an under-studied region, which has clear policy relevance for location-specific agricultural interventions. However, the overall contribution remains modest due to the purely descriptive analytical approach and the tendency to draw broad interpretations from limited methods.

To improve the manuscript, the authors should ensure closer alignment between objectives, methods, and conclusions, avoid implicit causal or efficiency claims, and tighten the discussion to focus on evidence directly supported by the data. Strengthening the literature review with more recent studies and improving the English language quality would further enhance clarity and scholarly impact. With these revisions, the paper could make a reasonable contribution within the scope of the journal.
The manuscript is empirically grounded, internally consistent, and relevant to the journal’s scope, particularly in its use of farm-level data from an under-studied rice-deficit district. However, its contribution is limited by a purely descriptive methodology, weak analytical depth, insufficient engagement with recent literature, and language issues that affect scholarly clarity. The paper is not fundamentally flawed, but it requires substantial revision to better align objectives, methods, interpretation, and academic presentation before it can be considered for publication.
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