Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_138435

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Urbanization and Extreme Rainfall: A Systematic Review of Global Evidence from Developing and Developed Regions

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses an important and timely topic by systematically reviewing the relationship between urbanization and extreme rainfall globally. The issue is highly relevant for both developing and developed regions in the context of climate change and rapid urban growth. The study contributes valuable insights by identifying consistent global patterns and highlighting the role of urbanization-induced microclimate changes, such as urban heat island effects, in modifying rainfall intensities. The paper can serve as a useful resource for policymakers, urban planners, and researchers working on climate adaptation, hydrometeorological risk management, and sustainable urban development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the content of the paper accurately. No change is required.
	

	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, well-structured, and adequately summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. No major changes are needed. However, the authors may consider briefly mentioning the total number of articles included (n=9) to provide clarity upfront.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct. The systematic review methodology (PRISMA-based SLR) is appropriately used. The literature selection process is well explained, and the synthesis of global studies is logically presented. The findings are coherent with existing literature on urbanization and rainfall extremes. However, the sample size (only 9 studies) is somewhat limited and may be acknowledged as a limitation.
	

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


	The references are recent, sufficient, and relevant to the study's scope. The majority of references are from 2021–2024, ensuring the currency of the literature reviewed. However, some additional references may be used:

1. Kumar, R., Huda, M., Maryam, M., & Lone, M. A. (2022). Research Rainfall runoff modeling using MIKE 11 NAM of Jhelum river of Kashmir Valley, India. Mausam, 73(2), 365-372.

2. Maryam, M., Kumar, R., & Thahaby, N. (2021). Assessment of the hydraulic performance of the urban drainage system due to climate change using DHI MIKE URBAN. J. Biomed. Res. Environ. Sci, 2(4), 261-267.

3. Kumar, R., Maryam, M., & Kumar, M. (2020). Impact evaluation of urban sprawl on inland surface waters of Srinagar city in Kashmir valley. Journal of Soil and Water Conservation, 19(4), 382-387.

4. Shabir, K., Kumar, R., & Maryam, M. (2023). Artificial Intelligence Application in Water Resource Management. In Advances in Water Management under Climate Change (pp. 251-273). CRC Press.
	

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


	The language is overall suitable for scholarly communication. Minor language polishing may be done to improve flow and remove some redundancies. The authors may consider professional proofreading for enhancing clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The PRISMA diagram has redundant and repeated text. The figure can be improved for better clarity and accuracy.
· Some minor repetitions in the introduction may be trimmed for conciseness.

· The discussion could benefit from a small section on limitations and future research directions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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