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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.


	This paper studies how accurate the medium-range weather forecast is for Vellayani, Kerala. It is a useful topic because farmers depend on weather forecasts. In Kerala, farming depends a lot on the monsoon. If the forecasts are more accurate, farmers can plan better.
It also does not talk much about why the forecasts are sometimes wrong or how to improve them. So, the scientific value is limited.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is alright.
	

	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 too long. It repeats some points. Better to write it in a clear structure answering what was done, how it was done, main results (with specific quantified parameters), and why it matters.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methods and standard IMD metrics are correct. But the paper doesn’t mention about the forecasting model that IMD used. Temperature analysis is incomplete, only % is given, but RMSE/Correlation should also be shown.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are fine in general. Add some recent literature after 2020.
	

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


	No. grammatical errors, long sentences, and some inconsistent phrases. Should be reviewed properly.
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	Figures are not well presented. Some captions are copied twice, Axis labels are missing, the reader cannot understand the figures easily.
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