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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 study is scientifically relevant as it integrates satellite-based rainfall (CHIRPS), vegetation dynamics (MODIS NDVI), and fire occurrence (AVHRR-LTDR burned area) to investigate climate–vegetation–fire interactions in Guinea, a region characterized by limited ground-based observations. The use of seasonal climatology, standardized anomalies, and correlation analysis provides an initial quantitative framework for ecosystem monitoring and fire-risk assessment using remote sensing. The findings—particularly the concentration of fires during the dry season, the delayed NDVI response to rainfall, and the indication of anthropogenic influences—offer practical insights for landscape management and climate-related disaster mitigation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and consistent with the variables and geographic focus of the study. However, to enhance methodological clarity and specificity, the title could explicitly mention the study period and satellite data sources.
	

	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 adequately presents the study objectives, datasets, general methodology (monthly climatology, standardized anomalies, Pearson correlation), and main findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the scientific structure of the manuscript—from background and data description to methodology, results, discussion, and implications—is sound and appropriate for the journal’s scope
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a reasonable number of relevant references, including key sources related to CHIRPS, MODIS NDVI, and fire products
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable but contains numerous grammatical errors, spelling mistakes, awkward phrasing, and overly long or repetitive sentences that detract from its academic quality. Professional copy-editing or thorough language revision by a fluent academic English editor is strongly recommended, particularly for the abstract, methods, and discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The overall structure (Introduction–Methods–Results–Discussion–Conclusion) is clear and logical.
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