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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.


	The document is a thorough and well-structured review of a manuscript on rainfall intensity-duration-frequency models, providing valuable feedback on the manuscript's content, methodology, and presentation, with the reviewer highlighting both strengths and areas for improvement. The review demonstrates a high level of technical proficiency and engagement with the subject matter, offering constructive suggestions for revision to enhance the manuscript's clarity and overall quality
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes it is 
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the text is scientifically accurate. The technique is acceptable, especially the use of Generalized Extreme Value (GEV) models for both stationary and non-stationary research. The data are well-processed, and the findings are well presented and understood. However, small modifications in equation style and explanation of model assumptions are required to increase clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the sources are appropriate and current. The text quotes important studies released between 2020 and 2025, including peer-reviewed journal pieces on rainfall models, climate change, and high value analysis. No extra sources are necessary at this time.


	

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


	The language in the article is typically appropriate for academic communication. However, various grammatical problems, repeating phrases (e.g., "10 10-minute duration"), and confusing sentence patterns must be addressed. Minor editing is advised to enhance clarity, readability, and professional tone.
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	The paper tackles a contemporary and essential subject in hydrological modeling under climate change. The comparative study is well-structured and backed by appropriate data. However, small adjustments are required to enhance the clarity of tables, figures, and equations. Enhancing the language quality and formatting will further boost the presentation of the work.
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