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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript provides valuable long-term insights into district-level climate variability across Chhattisgarh, a region where fine-scale climatic analyses are limited despite high agricultural dependency and vulnerability to climate extremes. By employing standardized ETCCDI indices over a 70-year period, the study contributes robust evidence on changing rainfall patterns, temperature trends, and evolving extreme events, which are crucial for validating regional climate model outputs and supporting local adaptation planning. The work also fills an important gap by analysing climate change signals at both district and block levels, offering spatial detail that can guide targeted water-resource management, drought preparedness, and agricultural policy decisions. Overall, the findings advance the scientific community’s understanding of how climate extremes are shifting in central India and provide a useful baseline for future climate impact assessments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, as it reflects the comparative nature of the study and indicates the geographic focus. However, it does not fully capture the scope of the analysis, such as:
· Long-Term Climatic Variability and Extremes Across Chhattisgarh Districts, India

· Comparative Analysis of Climate Variability Across Agro-Climatic Zones of Chhattisgarh, India (1951–2020)
	

	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.


	The abstract currently:

· Focuses heavily on descriptive results,

· Lacks methodological clarity (e.g., data sources, indices, analysis methods),

· Does not mention implications for adaptation or climate risk.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, and its main findings on temperature increase, rainfall variability, and changes in climate extremes are consistent with known regional climate trends. The use of ETCCDI indices and long-term climate data strengthens the scientific basis of the study. However, several important elements are missing that limit the scientific rigor. These include insufficient description of data sources and quality control, lack of statistical significance testing for trends, and incomplete methodological details for RClimDex and index calculations. Some interpretations also go beyond the evidence presented. With clearer methods and proper statistical validation, the scientific accuracy of the manuscript would be substantially improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partially sufficient but not fully up to date. While several relevant studies on climate variability, rainfall trends, and temperature changes in India are cited, the list lacks many recent publications (after 2018) that address climate extremes, ETCCDI applications, and regional climate change in central and eastern India. A few references also appear incomplete or outdated. To strengthen the scientific foundation of the study, the authors should include more recent and region-specific literature, especially on ETCCDI-based analyses and long-term monsoon variability in India.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are understandable but not yet suitable for scholarly publication. Several sections contain long, complex sentences, grammatical errors, and inconsistent phrasing that reduce clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the study addresses an important regional climate issue and provides useful long-term insights, but the manuscript requires clearer methodology, stronger statistical validation, and improved language editing to meet publication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript.
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