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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.


	This manuscript is relevant because it provides a detailed analysis of historical (1984-2016) and future (2021-2050) climate trends specifically for the Kapoeta region of South Sudan. This area, inhabited by pastoral and agropastoral communities, is highly vulnerable, and the research fills a gap in the literature by detailing the decrease in annual precipitation, the significant increase in temperature, and the shift in rainfall patterns from unimodal to bimodal. The results are crucial as they provide the basis for the development of climate adaptation policies and food security strategies in a context of scarce regional data.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study.
	

	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 sentence about the annual rainfall projection in the summary is a bit confusing. I suggest rewriting it for clarity, for example: "The annual rainfall projection showed a non-significant trend (P=0.05), with a slight increase (2,912 mm) under RCP8.5 and a slight decrease (3,080 mm) under RCP4.5 for the August-December period."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript requires methodological adjustments and further discussion before publication.

The Methodology (Critical Point): The trend analysis methodology (Mann-Kendall and Sen's Slope) is adequate. However, the spatial resolution of the NorESM1 model (250 km) is too coarse for a detailed regional analysis, even though the limitations of the available data are understood. Although the author mentions downscaling to 50 km using RCA4, the Materials and Methods section (2.4 and 2.5) needs to detail and justify the choice of NorESM1 and the downscaling process in a more robust way. The author should discuss the limitations of the model and why an ensemble of models was not used.

Regarding its Originality, the work demonstrates originality by focusing specifically on the Kapoeta region and combining historical analysis with future projections, which is of great value to the literature.
	

	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 recent; the use of references from 2024 and 2025 demonstrates that the research is aligned with current research.

The author must ensure that all references cited as published in 2024 or 2025 are published and that the reference list provides the DOI or link for access. If they are preprints, this should be explicitly stated.
	

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


	A professional native English speaker review is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Discussion section (Section 4) should be expanded to more directly connect the specific results (change from unimodal to bimodal, rates of temperature increase) with the practical and socioeconomic consequences for the pastoral and agropastoral communities of Kapoeta, citing supporting literature where possible. The author must ensure that all figures and tables, especially the map (Fig. 1), are in high resolution and that the captions are complete and self-explanatory.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There is no indication of ethical issues in the manuscript.
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