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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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.


	The importance of this manuscript to the scientific community lies in its contribution to predictive analytics in commodity markets, specifically targeting rubber price forecasting. By applying advanced statistical and machine learning techniques, the study enhances market transparency, aids stakeholders in making informed decisions, and reduces risks associated with price volatility. Its methodology can be adapted for other agricultural and industrial commodities, making it relevant beyond the rubber industry. Furthermore, it provides valuable insights for policymakers, traders, and researchers aiming to improve supply chain resilience and economic stability in regions dependent on rubber production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Predicting Rubber Prices" is clear but quite broad and may not fully capture the scope, methodology, or novelty of the research.

If the paper uses specific approaches (e.g., statistical modeling, machine learning), or focuses on a particular region or time frame, these could be reflected in the title for better precision and scientific impact.

Suggested alternative titles:

"Forecasting Rubber Prices Using Machine Learning and Time Series Models"

"A Data-Driven Approach to Rubber Price Prediction: Machine Learning and Statistical Insights"

"Predicting Rubber Market Trends Using Advanced Time Series and Machine Learning Techniques"

"Price Forecasting in the Rubber Industry: A Comparative Analysis of Predictive Models"
	

	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.


	Suggested improvements:

Methods/Approach – Briefly mention the data sources, the time frame covered, and the predictive models used (e.g., ARIMA, LSTM, Random Forest).

Key Results – Include quantitative performance metrics (e.g., RMSE, MAE, R²) to show the accuracy of the models.

Comparative Insight – If multiple models were tested, briefly state which one performed best.

Implications – Add a concluding sentence on how the results can influence policy-making, trading strategies, or market stability.

Example of a more comprehensive abstract revision:

This study aims to forecast natural rubber prices using historical market data and advanced predictive models, including [insert methods here]. Using monthly price data from [start year] to [end year], we applied [methods] and evaluated model performance using RMSE and MAE metrics. Results indicate that [best model name] achieved the highest prediction accuracy, outperforming traditional approaches. The findings provide valuable tools for policymakers, traders, and producers to mitigate risks associated with rubber price volatility and enhance market decision-making.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From my review of the Predicting Rubber Prices manuscript, it appears scientifically sound in its overall structure and approach, but there are a few areas where rigor could be strengthened.

Areas to strengthen for scientific correctness:

Methodology clarity – Clearly state the mathematical formulations or algorithms used for each model, including parameter tuning processes.

Data description – Provide more details on the source, frequency, range, and preprocessing of the dataset to ensure reproducibility.

Validation approach – Explicitly mention how data was split (training/testing) and whether cross-validation was applied.

Statistical significance – If multiple models were compared, report statistical significance tests (e.g., Diebold-Mariano test) to confirm that differences in performance are not due to chance.

Limitations – Discuss external factors (macroeconomic variables, supply chain shocks, seasonal changes) that might affect prediction accuracy but were not included.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	From my review, the references in Predicting Rubber Prices cover some relevant foundational works, but they are not fully sufficient in number and lack recent citations from the last 3–5 years. A strong academic article in this area should incorporate recent advancements in commodity price forecasting, especially those that apply machine learning and hybrid modeling techniques.

Gaps identified:

Few references to recent AI-based forecasting methods.

Limited inclusion of studies specific to rubber or related agricultural commodities in emerging markets.

No citations of cutting-edge deep learning or hybrid time series models published in 2022–2024.

Suggested recent references to consider adding:

Zhang, X., & Wang, Y. (2023). A hybrid deep learning model for agricultural commodity price forecasting. Expert Systems with Applications, 224, 119013.

Li, J., Chen, W., & Xu, H. (2022). Time series forecasting of commodity prices using LSTM and GRU models. Applied Soft Computing, 115, 108178.

Adewumi, A. O., & Adebayo, O. S. (2023). Machine learning approaches for predicting cash crop prices: A case study of natural rubber. Journal of Cleaner Production, 402, 136675.

Kim, S., & Park, J. (2022). Comparative study of ARIMA, Prophet, and deep learning models for agricultural commodity forecasting. Computers and Electronics in Agriculture, 197, 106931.

Hussain, S., & Raza, S. H. (2024). Hybrid models for commodity price forecasting under volatile market conditions. Neural Computing and Applications, 36, 12103–12118.
	

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


	From my review of the Predicting Rubber Prices manuscript, the language quality is generally understandable, but it is not yet at the standard expected for high-impact scholarly publications.

Recommendations:

Improve sentence structure – Convert long sentences into concise, direct statements.

Adopt formal academic tone – Replace casual words/phrases with scholarly equivalents.

Ensure tense consistency – Use past tense for methods/results and present tense for conclusions/general truths.

Enhance cohesion – Use appropriate transition words to connect ideas between sections.

Proofread for punctuation and grammar – Minor comma placements and subject–verb agreements need attention.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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