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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 topic raised by the author is relevant in modern conditions. The paper contains a lot of statistical information on rainfall without indicating the source in the list of references and the independence of obtaining such information. The relevance specifically for extreme variability of precipitation during the wet season June-July-August-September 2020 is not substantiated, as well as the reasons of taking exactly 4 satellites (IMERG Satellite, ARC2 Satellite, ERA5 Satellite, and TAMSAT Satellite) to analyze the data obtained are not indicated. The paper’s section 4.3 presents potential implications of extreme rainfall variability on ground traffic over the Douala City of Cameroon as the author's speculations without any evidence base.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Extreme rainfall variability over Douala city of Cameroon during the wet season June-September 2020
	

	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.


	This paper’s abstract fulfils the requirements as stated on the journal's website. This abstract consists of 185 words, i.e. it does not exceed the limit. It indicates the purpose of the work, techniques, methods, as well as the main results with conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is a lot of statistical information іn paragraphs 4.1, 4.2 of the paper. The dynamics of such information is better to indicate in tables, graphs. There is no analysis or research in the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the reviewer's opinion, the paper contains a sufficient number of references to the literature. There are no references to literature sources in paragraphs 4.1, 4.2 of the paper.
	

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


	Yes
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