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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	The manuscript presents a comprehensive comparative analysis of rainfall data obtained from the Biswanath Chariali weather station and NASA Power. It examines variations in rainfall measurements recorded by both sources over an extended period, assessing their accuracy, reliability, and consistency. The study explores seasonal and annual rainfall trends, evaluates statistical differences, and investigates potential discrepancies between the two datasets. By conducting this comparative assessment, the manuscript aims to determine the suitability of NASA Power as an alternative or complementary source to ground-based weather station data for climate research, agricultural planning, and environmental monitoring.
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	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, the abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, all the reference are only cited in the introduction. No reference was cited in the body of the manuscript. 
	

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


	The language is suitable except for minor typos. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript focuses solely on comparing the rainfall data collected from two locations without accounting for the various factors that could contribute to discrepancies between them. Differences in data do not inherently indicate that one source is more reliable than the other, as multiple environmental and methodological variables may influence the results. Additionally, the study’s relevance to the global scientific community appears limited, as the data analysis is confined to a single town, restricting its broader impact. To enhance clarity and comprehension, the manuscript should include a more detailed explanation of the histogram, ensuring that readers can fully interpret the data presented.
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