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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important topic in agricultural economics by examining the determinants of paddy cultivation and farmers’ supply response, particularly in the context of changing climatic and socio-economic conditions. It provides valuable insights into the influence of price and non-price factors, as well as agroecological and land-use patterns, which can inform both policy and practice. The findings contribute to the broader literature on sustainable agriculture, crop diversification, and rural livelihoods, offering data-driven recommendations for enhancing productivity and profitability in paddy farming. The work has relevance for researchers, policymakers, and extension agencies working on food security, land-use planning, and agricultural sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is relevant, but it could be made more precise to reflect the focus on determinants, supply response, and sustainability aspects of paddy cultivation.
	

	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, summarising the background, objectives, methods, and key findings. However, it would benefit from:

1. A clearer statement of the research gap addressed by the study.

2. Brief mention of the methodological approach (e.g., regression model or statistical tools used).

3. A concise concluding sentence highlighting the practical and policy implications of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate use of statistical analysis and interpretation of results. The conclusions are consistent with the data presented. Minor clarifications in the methodology section (such as specifying sample size and data collection period) would further strengthen the rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include both classic and contemporary works. However, incorporating a few more recent studies (post-2020) on supply response, paddy cultivation economics, and climate change impacts would improve the currency of the literature review.
	

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


	The language is largely suitable for scholarly communication, but minor grammatical adjustments, sentence restructuring, and removal of redundancies are recommended to improve clarity and readability.
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