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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 provides a comprehensive long-term analysis of pest–weather relationships in rice using over two decades of data. It offers valuable insights into climatic drivers of major rice pests, which are crucial for pest forecasting and climate-resilient IPM strategies. The findings are particularly relevant for rice-growing regions under changing climate scenarios. Overall, the study contributes useful region-specific information for applied agricultural entomology.
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	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and reflects the content and methodology of the study.
	

	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 well-structured and informative. However, it may be improved by briefly stating the major limitation (low R² values) more explicitly and highlighting the practical application of the findings in pest forecasting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is scientifically sound. The methodology, statistical analyses, and interpretation of results are appropriate. The discussion correctly acknowledges the limitations related to non-linearity and variability in pest populations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant and mostly recent. A few more citations on non-linear or machine-learning-based pest forecasting models could further strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but minor grammatical errors, repetitions, and formatting inconsistencies are present. Moderate language editing is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
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	The manuscript is data-rich and well-organised, but it is lengthy. Condensing repetitive descriptions of statistical results and improving figure captions would enhance readability. Inclusion of a brief conclusion summarising practical implications is recommended.
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