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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 manuscript makes an important contribution to hydrological and statistical research.
· It identifies the most suitable probability distributions for annual rainfall in the Bundelkhand region of Madhya Pradesh.
· The study applies multiple model selection criteria (AIC, BIC) and goodness-of-fit tests (K-S, Cramér–von Mises, Anderson–Darling), which ensures that the results are scientifically robust.
· The findings have strong practical applications in water resource management, agricultural planning, and climate change adaptation in semi-arid regions.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the scope of the study. However, for conciseness, it could be shortened to: 'Best-Fit Probability Distribution Analysis of Annual Rainfall in Bundelkhand, Madhya Pradesh.'


	

	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 and covers objectives, methodology, and findings clearly. A minor suggestion is to add the time period of the rainfall data used, which would enhance clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The methodology is appropriate, the statistical tests are correctly applied, and the results are well supported by both tables and figures. The interpretations are consistent with hydrological principles.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include recent studies (up to 2023). It would be beneficial to include additional references related to alternative distributions (e.g., GEV, Log Pearson Type III) to broaden the comparative perspective.


	

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


	The English is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. A minor language editing is recommended to reduce repetition and improve fluency in some sections.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured. To improve readability, some repetitive tables and figures could be moved to supplementary material, keeping only the most critical ones in the main text.
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