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Optional/General comments 
 

A lean and efficient production of the rice can eliminate the dependency to the imported 
rice in particular from the bordering countries. The finding suggested that the rainfall rate 
does not have direct affect on the paddy production. From the literature, other reasons 
should be considered to identify causes of which may have affecting paddy production. 
Such factors include the temperature behavior, pests control and farmer’s practices. 
Reluctant to the shifting paradigm from the conventional practice to modern practice may 
also affect paddy production as time factor and human capital are underutilized.  
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