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	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.


	A comparative evaluation of 6 ML models used for prediction of maximum temperature in Raichur City.. Informed model selection is done. On what basis these models are selected for study. The study will help to know the model suitable for prediction of temperature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In title please confirm whether its validation or prediction.
	

	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.


	Abstract please write in a single paragraph. For what purpose the study is done not mentioned properly. Redefine the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Source of data set is not mentioned properly (Give proper reference). Mention total data count.
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	No proper explanation is given on the methodology. Only the models are explained in the methodology with no proper details of the experiments. Results are shown clearly. 
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