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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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

The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant policy issue concerning the Rice Tariffication Law (RTL) in the Philippines. The study is commendable for employing quantitative econometric methods such as microsimulation and multinomial logistic regression. However, several areas require refinement to improve academic rigor, coherence, and presentation quality.

Specific Comments

1. **Abstract and Introduction** – The abstract clearly states the purpose, methods, and findings but could be shortened for conciseness. The introduction provides sufficient background but needs better flow between previous studies and the identified research gap.

2. **Literature Review** – The review is comprehensive but somewhat descriptive. Consider synthesizing the reviewed studies to highlight the conceptual or methodological gap your paper fills.

3. **Methodology** – The methodological explanation is detailed, but the description of the microsimulation process can be simplified. Include model validation details and data limitations for greater transparency.

4. **Results and Discussion** – Results are well-documented and supported with tables, but some interpretations repeat descriptive statistics. Enhance the discussion by comparing findings to prior studies and explaining policy implications more explicitly.

5. **Conclusion** – The conclusion summarizes key results effectively but should avoid repeating numerical findings already presented in results. Instead, focus more on policy recommendations and implications for stakeholders.

6. **Language and Formatting** – There are minor grammatical and typographical issues throughout the manuscript. Careful proofreading and adherence to journal formatting guidelines are advised.

7. **References** – The reference list is extensive but contains repeated entries and inconsistent formatting. Ensure uniform citation style (APA or journal-specific) and check URLs for accessibility.

Overall Recommendation

The manuscript contributes to the discussion on agricultural policy and rural income in the Philippines. However, revisions are recommended before publication.
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