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	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.


	This manuscript offers a valuable contribution to the field of agricultural economics and commodity price forecasting. By applying and comparing multiple time series models (ARIMA, Exponential Smoothing, Double Moving Average) to Malaysian rubber price data, the study provides an empirical approach to price prediction. The findings are relevant to policymakers, rubber producers, and investors, providing valuable insights for informed strategic decision-making and effective risk management within the Malaysian rubber industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. It accurately reflects the content, but the author can also consider adding “A Comparative Analysis of Time Series Models” as this article shows the time series comparison 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.


	It is quite comprehensive. However,  I suggest adding a brief mention of the period covered by the data (2016-2024) in the first sentence for better context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a scientific approach. The methodology is clearly explained, the model selection is justified, and the evaluation metrics are appropriate. The use of multiple models for comparison strengthens the study's reliability. Although a deeper review of the statistical code would be necessary for complete verification. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear sufficient and relatively recent, covering a range of relevant publications. However, adding more relevant research could enhance the manuscript's comprehensive review of the literature.
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is. Minor grammatical and stylistic edits might be needed. A professional proofreading would be beneficial.
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