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	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 presents a rare 58-year station-level rainfall dataset, providing robust evidence on long-term variability and seasonal behavior in a semi-arid region of southern India . Such long, continuous records are essential for distinguishing true climatic signals from short-term fluctuations and for validating regional climate assessments. The findings directly support climate-resilient agricultural planning and water-resource management. Hence, the study is a valuable reference for researchers and policymakers working on monsoon dynamics and rain-fed farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable and scientifically appropriate.
Alternate title- Assessment of Long-Term Rainfall Variability in Mysuru Region Using 58 Years of Observational Data
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured, covering aims, methods, key results, and conclusions in a clear manner but adding explicit mention of trend analysis methods, one quantitative variability indicator, and slightly tightening the conclusion would further enhance its scientific clarity and appeal to reviewers and readers . It is suitable for a scientific journal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound, uses an appropriate long-term dataset, and applies standard, well-accepted statistical methods (e.g., descriptive analysis and trend tests). The results and interpretations are consistent with the data and established climatological knowledge, and the conclusions are logically supported. Only minor technical refinements (e.g., reporting p-values, brief data quality notes) could further strengthen it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient in number and appropriate in scope, covering rainfall variability, monsoon dynamics, trend analysis methods, and agricultural implications. 
	

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


	The manuscript is clear, formal, and uses appropriate scientific terminology and structure throughout 
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