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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	As the title of the manuscript suggested, the study focuses on the comparison of rainfall data from two different sources. Such studies are deemed important and should be taken up to explain the efficacy of the usage of Satellite-based Rainfall data in various applications. The study is very suitable for regions where there is a lack of data availability, such as North-East India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title of the Manuscripts is suitable.
	

	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.


	Since the study aims to derive the statistical relationship of a variable from two different sources,  I would suggest the author include the quantitative findings and results in a single explanatory sentence so that the conclusion mentioned in the Abstract section can sound more sensible. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the analysis executed in this research is correct but the applications of these analyses mentioned in the manuscripts are generally not used in comparative studies. Trend analysis cannot solely conclude the compatibility of a variable from two different sources.
	

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

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


	The English used in the manuscripts requires clarity for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· As a reviewer, I would suggest the author explore more statistical analysis which focuses on the accuracy and efficiency of the data from two different sources. Error analysis should be emphasized for such studies. 
· The result obtained from the analysis of various tests does not match the remarks which are mentioned in the “Conclusion” section.

· Moreover, the author should validate the results of this research. A simple conclusive statement is not encouraged and cannot generalize the applicability of the results from this research.
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