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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.


	The manuscript presents a well-structured agroclimatic analysis aiming to determine vegetative phases and optimal sowing windows for rainfed rice under climatic risk in the Tonkpi Region, Côte d’Ivoire. It is methodologically sound and offers direct application for climate-smart agriculture and adaptive crop planning. The integration of a 40-year climatic dataset strengthens scientific reliability. The results are relevant for researchers, extension agencies, and policymakers.
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	Yes, the title accurately reflects the scope, geographic focus, and methodological orientation of the study. No change recommended.
	

	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 clear and informative. It captures the objective, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, adding numeric data—especially specific sowing window results—would make the abstract even stronger.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology (Eldin climatic risk approach) is appropriate and has been correctly applied to long-term climatic series. Data interpretation is consistent with the results and discussion. Tables and calibration windows are logically derived.
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	The manuscript contains relevant and credible scientific literature. Most references are appropriate, though the addition of 2–3 recent (2020–2024) articles on climate-smart crop planning could improve currency.
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	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor proofreading could further improve flow, but no major revision is required.
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