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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	tAuthor’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 is of great importance not only to the scientific community, but also to policy makers who plan good agricultural practices in the event of climatic changes within the country. It employs different models for accurate prediction, and it is worth reading. Additionally, it can be a good lesson that show the effect of climate change on temperature rises and other parameters, which should be taken into consideration for proper adaptation or mitigation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is, but minor modifications should be made in relation to the acronym “NEX-GDDP”. It is not internationally understandable without showing full words first. 
	

	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.


	Yes, it is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it consists of a typical journal format. The writing is consistent and has a good description, but some corrections should be made. For example, the references provided for the introduction are too old; more recent ones are needed. The main objective should also be provided there. 
In the methodology section, the locations, the data sources, formulas are detailed, but no references are given to support them. In the results and discussion, graphs are provided for visualization, but some need to be changed for better illustration. The conclusion is fine.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not, really. Although the manuscript has many references, the paragraphs that are the main focus of the study, such as the introduction and the methodology, lack more recent references to support them. Therefore, it is recommended to provide as many as possible. 
	

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


	Not, really. More improvement is required to make the language suit scientific publication. 
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	The manuscript should be considered for publication only when the author takes serious account of the comments by addressing them clearly, properly, and carefully. 
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