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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is timely and of considerable importance to the research community as it presents a concise climate driven assessment of the rice system. However, it requires major revision as per the comments attached for further improvement and enhancing its quality. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	I have provided suggestion in the comments for improvement in the comments. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but requires sufficient support from recent studies in the literature. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I have suggested references, that would increase readability, and enhance the overall quality of the manuscript. 
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Please strengthen the Abstract by adding one sentence that states the key quantitative finding in plain terms, for example, the estimated yield change per 100 mm rainfall, along with the study period and location, so the contribution is immediately clear.​

2. The time series is short from 2014 to 2021, so it would help to justify why this window is adequate for attribution and scenario analysis, and to clarify what kinds of inferences are and are not supported by such a small sample.​

3. Consider adding a short subsection on data quality and preprocessing, including whether any climate or yield observations were missing, how they were handled, and whether the climate data represent a station, gridded product, or spatial average for Manipur.​

4. The Methods would benefit from clearer variable definitions with consistent notation and units, since rainfall, temperature, and yield are presented with mixed formatting, and symbols like [image: image2.png]


, [image: image4.png]


, and [image: image6.png]


 are introduced but not always carried consistently through the text.​

5. Because the study uses seasonal aggregation for June to October, it would be useful to discuss possible masking of intra-seasonal extremes, such as heavy rainfall events and short heat spells, and how that limitation might affect the observed negative rainfall relationship.​

6. For the regression results, please report full model diagnostics that support OLS assumptions, especially with only eight annual observations, such as residual plots, influence or leverage checks, and a brief note on whether any single year drives the rainfall coefficient.​

7. The Frisch-Waugh-Lovell residual approach is a strong choice, but the manuscript should explain its purpose more explicitly for the target readership and clarify how the residual level [image: image8.png]


, AIC, and BIC should be interpreted compared with standard fit statistics.​

8. The scenario design needs clearer justification: please explain why rainfall perturbations of 15%, 20%, and 40% and warming of 0.5 0C and 1.0 0C were selected, and whether these align with observed interannual variability or with plausible near-term projections for the region.​

9. Please improve the presentation of statistical results by using a consistent style for p-values, significance levels, and confidence intervals, and by ensuring that tables and figure captions clearly state the model specification and whether coefficients are standardized or in original units.​

10. The Conclusion section currently includes a visible editorial note and repeated statements of findings; please remove the note, reduce repetition, and focus on two to three actionable implications for rice risk management in Manipur that directly follow from the regression and scenario results.

11. I will highly recommend that the authors consult the following research studies on climate data, as they will be helpful, particularly in the introduction and for the methodology section. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s44163-024-00184-7; https://doi.org/10.1007/s42452-025-07257-x
https://doi.org/10.62019/hcqtrs67; https://doi.org/10.21015/vtse.v13i3.2230
https://doi.org/10.21015/vtcs.v13i2.2229; https://doi.org/10.21015/vtse.v13i4.2231
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12982-025-01167-4; https://doi.org/10.36922/EER025380069
https://doi.org/10.36922/EER025370067; https://doi.org/10.1007/s44292-025-00072-4
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	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Syed Azeem Inam, Sindh Madressatul Islam University, Pakistan

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

