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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 of great importance as it will help tailor the issue of low yield/productivity as a result of inefficient utilization of resources, thereby improving the profitability of rice production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is sustainable, but could be rephrased to “Profitability and Resource use Efficiency of Rice Production in Chitwan District, Nepal”. This will make it more concise and specific.
	

	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.


	1. Abstract should contain all the research objectives.
2. Sampling techniques used e.g “Multistage sampling” should be included in the abstract

3. There is no recommendations made based on the findings of the study, it should also be included in the abstract.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are ok with just a couple outdated ones which has been highlighted in the manuscript. That is, Adegeye and Dittoh, 1982, Harwood, 1987.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scholarly communications 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The research gap should be clearly stated
2. The author should include a detailed research design 

3. The author needs to discuss his findings in more detail rather than just focussing on citing related work.
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	Reviewer’s comment: the article should be accepted after revision
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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