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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.


	 The title is quite good. It highlights the importance of domestic and export rice verities. The findings will be benefited to policy makers. Moreover, the scope of the title will be addressed. The author must highlight the economic difference between all costs of rice and return within the opportunity cost.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article seems attractive however, it’s a little long. It is better to shorten the research title. Exclude some unnecessary words like growing… if you write your article as follow it will be more attractive.

((Cost and return analysis of domestic and export rice verities during Monsoon and Summer seasons in Nay Pyi Taw Union Territory, Myanmar)). I don’t know if Union and territory is necessary in the title or not. It’s up to you.
	

	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 OK.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically written however it is better to add some more information into the…
INTRODUCTION part:
at the end of the introduction highlight the gap and problem statement. 
Methodology Part: 
· why you administrate the questionnaires by Non-probability sampling,? Its better to utilize probability sampling and then mention the sampling techniques.
· You mentioned all the sample farmers are 180, but in the table its 206 and 71. Be consistent

RESULT part: do some discussion and justify your findings with other literature.  


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are up to date but he numbers less than required. Its better to add some more references particularly in discussion part. 
	

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


	Yes, the language is understandable. Better to go for proofreading. 
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