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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it provides a long-term, data-driven analysis of minimum temperature trends in Nagpur, a region sensitive to climate variability. By examining decadal shifts and highlighting specific months and seasons with significant temperature changes, it offers insights into evolving climatic patterns that can impact agriculture, water resources, and local ecosystems. I appreciate the detailed breakdown of trends by decade and season, which enhances understanding of both gradual and abrupt changes over time. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Long-Term Analysis of Minimum Temperature Trends in Nagpur District of Maharashtra" is suitable as it clearly reflects the scope, focus, and geographic area of the study. It is concise and informs the reader that the manuscript deals with temperature trend analysis over an extended period.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive but could be improved by:

1. Explaining the use of Weather Cock15 software briefly.

2. Adding a sentence on the broader implications for agriculture or climate adaptation.

3. Starting with a summary of the overall warming/cooling trend.

4. Using consistent reporting of significance levels for clarity.

These changes will enhance readability and context.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The structure is logical and well-organized. Minor clarifications in methodology and linking trends to broader implications would strengthen it further.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound due to its use of long-term daily temperature data, which provides a reliable basis for trend analysis. The breakdown of temperature trends by decade and season allows for a nuanced understanding of both gradual and more abrupt changes over time, strengthening the study’s validity. Additionally, the statistical significance testing applied to individual months and seasons enhances the rigor of the findings. The use of established software for data aggregation and trend calculation supports technical accuracy, though the manuscript could be further strengthened by briefly addressing any potential limitations or sources of uncertainty in the data.
	

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

-
	The references are mostly adequate, but adding a few more recent and region-specific studies would enhance the manuscript's depth.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language is appropriate, but minor editing for grammar, consistency, and conciseness would enhance readability.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could benefit from emphasizing the practical implications of temperature trends for agriculture and climate adaptation. Adding visual aids, suggesting future research areas, and providing comparative context with other regions would enhance its impact and clarity.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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