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	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.


	1) Provides data-driven insights for rice farmers in the study area, which support high yield and food security despite global climate variability;
2) Helps to accurately forecast outbreak of the pests under study by integrating climate variables, enabling timely pest control and reducing crop losses in the study area;

3) Suggests the utilisation of advanced statistical tools in agriculture and improving pest management strategies in the area.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable with little modification;
a) Modelling and Predicting Rice Gall Populations Using Climate Date and Machine Learning Techniques in Andhra Pradesh, India

b) Climate-Driven Prediction of Gall Midge Outbreaks through Time Series and Machine Learning Techniques in Andhra Pradesh, India

c) Forecasting Rice Gall Populations Based on Climate Using Machine Learning and Count Time Series Models: A Case Study of Andhra Pradesh, India 
	

	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.


	1) It is comprehensive, but not adequately buttressed the research problem, methodology and/or key findings.

2) No conclusion and no clear policy recommendations made
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is highly scientific which proves that the author(s) is/are knowledgeable in the area under study
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1) The references are sufficient, but only few are very recent (between 1 and 5 years)

2) Majority of the references are not adequately cited in the texts

3) There is high inconsistency in the referencing format


	

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


	The language is ok for scholarly communcations
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) The flow of information in the manuscript seemed to be lecture notes or rather portion of a book;

2) The manuscript is too lengthy

3) Nowhere in texts that was related to any past studies

The implication of the results not adequately shown to readers
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