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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.


	This manuscript contributes significantly to hydrological and meteorological sciences by showcasing the utility of Artificial Neural Networks (ANN) in predicting complex, nonlinear rainfall patterns. The results offer a useful starting point for creating scalable, artificial intelligence (AI)-based weather prediction models that can help practitioners and politicians create resilient climate plans. The study improves model accuracy and provides insights into ideal model configurations by utilizing various ANN topologies and training procedures. 


	

	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, the article's abstract is fairly thorough since it covers the main points, including the methodology (training and testing with historical data, model types used, and evaluation metrics), the goal (rainfall prediction using ANN), and the main conclusions (the M-8 model performed best with specific input configurations).

A few tweaks would improve the completeness, structure, and clarity . like author can mention gap in the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and methodologically sound. It demonstrates a solid understanding of rainfall prediction challenges and the application of Artificial Neural Networks (ANN) for modeling such complex, nonlinear systems
· The way mathematical expressions and equations are now presented is unclear (e.g., inconsistent symbols, missing equation numbers). Scientific readability would be enhanced by correctly rewriting these.

· A few inconsistencies in units, formatting of variables (like RM, RW), and sentence structure (e.g., “underproduction” should be “underprediction”) should be addressed.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some newer research which are incorporating deep learning models (like LSTM, GRU, CNNs) for rainfall forecasting should be cited to position the ANN approach within the broader scope of recent advances.
More recent research from Telangana or semi-arid areas of India will demonstrate that the writers are keeping up with local literature and enhance the contextual relevance.


	

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


	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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