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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 work is very much interesting.
This manuscript introduces an objective and automated method ‘FPCAC’. This approach enhances the accuracy of rainfall classification. Overall, the findings contribute to a better understanding of tropical precipitation processes and support the development of more reliable weather and climate prediction systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title " Event-Scale Characterization of Precipitation Observed at Two Sites in West Africa: Abidjan (Côte d’Ivoire) and Nalohou (Benin) " is suitable for the content of the paper.
	

	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 provides a comprehensive overview of the study by addressing the objectives, methodology, data used as well as findings. However, there are a few areas where the abstract could be improved for greater clarity and impact:
Suggested Changes:
1. The first sentence can be clearly stated the aim of the research before describing the challenge.
2. Expand the acronym of ‘FPCAC’ at first mention, which would help readers to understand properly.
3. Add one line about the significance of the work.
4. Modify this part “a arbitrary”.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a scientifically valid and well-structured with FPCAC clustering approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the document are relevant.
Please add few more recent studies published between 2022 and 2025.
	

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

	The language quality of the article appears to be suitable for scholarly communications.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The idea of the paper seems to be good.
Fig. 13 and Fig.14 is not mentioned anywhere inside the manuscript. Modify it.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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