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	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.


	Authors have attempted analyse the impact of Rice Tarification law on economic and occupational impact of Rice in Philippines.  Relevant data has been drawn from 2018 Family Income and Expenditure survey. The study simulates income changes and occupational movements before and after the implementation of the RTL, covering the period from 2018 to 2021. Tools used for the study is appropriate and adequate. The study has brought out the fact that the income of rice farmer beneficiaries have improved significantly but adversely affected non-recipients.
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	Some brief introduction about RTL is necessary from the perspective of readers. 

Table may be named appropriately indicating type of functional form from which the results are derived. 

It may note that in page -8, para-5 and para-6 are repeated except change in the Table numbers (it is mentioned as Table-3 in para-5 and Table-5 in Para-6).

The Table-5 has not been included in the article, unable to know the content. 

Under the section, definition, acrimony and abbreviation 2SLS have been mentioned, but it is not clear where exactly it has been utilised in the article, a foot note to the table may clarify the readers.  
It may note that the RTL has been brought into effect with a view to stabilize the price and lower the price to the consumers and improve the food security. Thus it would have been more appropriate if the research had more focused towards this goal. 
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