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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Accurate crop-yield forecasting is central to food security, input optimization, and climate-risk mitigation. By systematically comparing classical statistical regressors with ensemble and neural approaches under weighted and unweighted weather indices, this chapter offers actionable insights for model selection in agro-climatic analytics. The multi-crop, multi-model design improves external usefulness for regional planning and decision support systems. The work contributes to precision-farming literature by demonstrating how index weighting and algorithm choice influence predictive stability and generalization.
	

	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.

	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes
	

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

	· Shorten long sentences and reduce redundancy in the Introduction and Results.
· Ensure consistent terminology (e.g., “Mustard & Rapeseed,” “nRMSE,” “ELNET/Elastic Net”).
· Correct small grammatical/typographical issues.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
· Add a summary comparison table/figure highlighting the best model per crop and dataset type.
· Improve figure/table readability (font size, units, legends).
· Include a brief limitations and future work subsection (e.g., additional agronomic features, spatial transferability).
· Clarify the biological/agronomic interpretation of strong interaction indices where applicable.
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	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)
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