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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 manuscript addresses an important environmental and climate-related issue by analyzing the spatio-temporal relationship between rainfall variability and vegetation fires in the Republic of Guinea. By integrating satellite-based precipitation data (CHIRPS) with burned area products (AVHRR-LTDR), the study contributes empirical evidence to understanding climate–fire interactions in West Africa, a region that remains underrepresented in fire-climate research. The findings are relevant for climate risk assessment, ecosystem management, and the design of fire prevention and adaptation policies in the context of climate variability and change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, precise, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and geographical focus of the study. It adequately conveys the spatio-temporal perspective and the central role of rainfall indices in vegetation fire dynamics. No modification is required.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured. It clearly states the background, objectives, data sources, methodology, key results, and main conclusions. The abstract appropriately reflects the content of the manuscript and does not require major additions or deletions. Minor language polishing could improve clarity, but the scientific content is adequate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound. The data sources are reliable and well documented, the methodology is appropriate for the objectives of the study, and the analytical approach (climatology, standardized anomalies, and correlation analysis) is correctly applied. The interpretation of results is consistent with the data presented, and the authors avoid overstating statistically non-significant correlations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate and includes both foundational and recent literature relevant to climate variability, fire regimes, and rainfall indices. Key international references (IPCC, FAO, Nicholson, Archibald, Bowman, etc.) are appropriately cited. No essential references appear to be missing.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and uses appropriate scientific terminology. However, moderate language editing is recommended to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and overall readability. These issues do not affect the scientific validity of the study.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and supported by figures that clearly illustrate the spatio-temporal patterns discussed. The discussion appropriately integrates climatic and anthropogenic factors. Extending the analysis to a longer time period or including additional fire-related drivers could strengthen future work, but this is not essential for the current study.
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