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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.


	This manuscript provides a valuable long-term, station-level assessment of rainfall variability using 58 years of continuous observational data, which is scientifically important in the context of climate variability studies in India. The findings contribute to improved understanding of rainfall seasonality, variability, and extremes in India, with direct implications for rainfed agriculture, water management, and climate-resilient planning. The work is particularly relevant for agro-meteorologists, climatologists, agricultural planners, and policymakers engaged in climate adaptation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the scope, location, data length, and methodological focus of the study.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well-structured, clearly covering aims, data source, methodology, key results, and conclusions. However here are some suggestions for improvement: Explicitly mention the use of Mann–Kendall and Sen’s slope tests in the abstract to reflect the analytical rigor (Add one brief sentence on methods). The implications for agriculture could be slightly condensed to avoid repetition with the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, authoritative, and relevant, covering classical rainfall studies, Indian monsoon literature, and applied agrometeorology. Here are some suggestions for additional recent references:
https://tianjindaxuexuebao.com/details.php?id=DOI:10.17605/OSF.IO/8TH5A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quascirev.2016.02.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2021.105708
	

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


	The language quality is good and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-written, coherent, and uses appropriate scientific terminology. However, some sections are repetitive, especially in Results and Discussion. Occasional long sentences could be shortened for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Add a map of the study area
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