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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 is important as it addresses the need for accurate rice yield estimation, a crucial factor for food security, policy-making, and resource allocation. By comparing APSIM and semi-physical models with remote sensing integration, it provides valuable insights into model performance in real-world conditions. The study highlights the advantages and limitations of each approach, contributing to methodological improvements in crop modelling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly conveys the focus of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, using appropriate methodologies (APSIM-ORYZA, semi-physical model, remote sensing data integration). The results are validated with government statistics and field observations, enhancing reliability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant, with citations up to 2024.
	

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


	The language is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written, comprehensive, and relevant. Adding a stronger concluding statement on practical implications for policymakers and farmers would increase impact. Figures and tables are informative, though some could be simplified for clarity.
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