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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 paper serves as an excellent addition to the knowledge on climate-fire interactions in West Africa, which has hitherto been underrepresented in the world literature on fire. The study gives region-specific views on the seasonal and spatial regulation of vegetation fires by concentrating on Guinea and incorporation of satellite-based rainfall and burned area data. The results also contribute to the scientific understanding of the process of fire regulation by rainfall variability in tropical ecosystems and provide evidence capable of supporting climate adaptation, land management, and fire risk management practices. In general, the study applies to the work of the researchers regarding climate variability, ecosystem management, and environmental risk assessment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and represents the main focus of the study. Nevertheless, the use of rainfall indices can be misleading a bit since the assessment is primarily based on the totals and standardized anomalies of rainfalls, as compared to the various drought indices. Recommended alternative title (not mandatory): Spatio-temporal Effect of Rainfall variability on vegetation fire dynamics in the republic of guinea.


	

	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 precise, properly organized, and includes summarized information on the purposes, sources, and methods, as well as key findings. It manages to point to the fact that the amount of rainfall and burnt areas is inversely related and that fires are seasonal. Nevertheless, the abstract might be improved a bit by precisely admitting that the period of the study (2010-2018) is very small and by mentioning that the rainfall-fire association is not statistically significant on the interannual level. Such a limitation should have been mentioned briefly to enhance transparency and scientific rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well-founded and grounded in proper datasets and standard procedures of analysis. The CHIRPS precipitation data and AVHRR-LTDR burned area products are appropriate in the spatial time analysis of the region. The findings are in line with the known fire-climate associations that are reported in literature. There are small aspects of the statistical part that need improvement to eliminate repetitions and provide a more accurate context on how to interpret non-significant correlations, yet these aspects do not compromise the overall scientific soundness of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used are sufficient, topical and incorporates such important recent and credible publications like IPCC reports and peer reviewed journal articles. The study is properly placed in the context of climate variability, fire ecology and African fire regimes in the literature. There are no key gaps that can be identified, but subsequent updates may also consider adding additional more recent regional research on human-fire dynamics or human-induced land-use change in West Africa.
	

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


	The quality of language is in most cases excellent and fit to be used in scholarly communication. The paper is articulately composed, and the reasoning is logical and has uniform terminologies. It would be possible to improve readability by making minor grammatical corrections and reducing the repetition of phrases, but overall, the English is publication-ready with minor revisions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a clearer discussion of limitations, particularly regarding the short temporal coverage and the absence of explicit anthropogenic data. Reducing redundancy between the Results and Discussion sections would also strengthen the paper. Despite these minor issues, the study presents clear findings and has strong applied relevance.
The manuscript is scientifically sound and publishable with  revisions focused on clarity, statistical framing, and conciseness.
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