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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript examines the influence of weekly weather variability on pear yield in Kashmir using weighted and unweighted weather indices. This work is important because Kashmir is a major temperate fruit-growing region where climatic variability significantly affects horticultural productivity. The study presents a 39-year dataset, which adds robustness to the findings and offers valuable insights for developing climate-resilient orchard management strategies. The comparison of weighted vs. unweighted indices contributes to improving yield prediction tools in horticultural crops.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the contents and scope of the study. It is clear and specific.

	

	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 generally clear and summarizes the dataset, analytical method, and key findings.
Suggested improvements:
· Include the sample size (39 years) explicitly in the first sentence.

· Add one short statement on the practical implication of the findings (e.g., use in forecasting or orchard management).

· Ensure consistent tense and remove repetition.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the methodology follows established approaches (Agrawal et al. 1986; Pandey et al. 2016). The explanation of detrending, correlation analysis, and weighted index computation is appropriate. The conclusions are supported by the presented results.
Minor issues:
· Some tables would benefit from clearer formatting.

· The methodology section can be more concise.

· Certain references cited in text need consistent formatting.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references include both classical and recent literature.
However:

· Some government reports lack proper citation formatting.

· Verification of reference numbers aligning with in-text citations is recommended.

· Include more recent studies on weather–yield modeling (optional).


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires language polishing for grammar, sentence structure, and readability. Minor typographical errors are present. Improving transitions between sections would enhance flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures (heatmaps, bar plots) are useful but should include clearer legends and colour bars.

  Provide more explanation about the phenological stages and how they relate to weekly indices.

  The conclusion section is strong; however, the future scope could mention possible integration with machine learning models.

The study is methodologically sound, addresses a relevant scientific problem, and uses a substantial dataset. Improvements in language, formatting, and clarity of tables/figures are required before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are apparent. The study uses historical secondary data from recognized institutions.
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