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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 study contributes to the spatial understanding of climate heterogeneity and provides support for agricultural adaptation policies in vulnerable contexts of the Global South. However, it can be better by the inclusion of recent international literature (2020–2025); a more in-depth discussion of biophysical mechanisms; and integration with concepts of climate-smart agriculture and resilience frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Climate Variability and Rice Production Vulnerability in Coastal Bangladesh: A District-Level Panel Data Analysis
	

	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 summary is informative, however, improvements are suggested: Include quantitative values ​​(elasticities, principal coefficients); Explicitly state the econometric model used (FE/RE); Indicate more concrete policy implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodologically adequate, but here are some suggestions to make it more robust: Justify the choice of the period (2006–2020); Include autocorrelation and heteroscedasticity tests; Report standardized elasticities; Discuss possible endogeneity problems (land area vs. production).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliographic references contain outdated citations. It is recommended to include recent international literature (2020–2025): https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6989; https://doi.org/10.1038/s43016-021-00400-y; 10.1088/1748-9326/aa518a 
	

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


	The English is understandable, but there is repetition of arguments. Some sentences are excessively long. There are minor problems with subject-verb agreement. Professional language review is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	To make it ideal for publication, here are some suggestions for improvement: Updated bibliography; Greater depth in the biophysical discussion; Integration with recent international literature; Better articulation between results and public policies.
The manuscript is methodologically sound and relevant, but it needs recent bibliographic updates and conceptual deepening to enhance its international scientific impact.
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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 problems were identified.
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