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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 presents very significant information for climate change studies by analyzing two important climatic parameters (temperature and relative humidity).

· The findings can be beneficial for policy-driven research on climate change adaptation and mitigation strategies, particularly in addressing agriculture-related challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	May be
	

	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.


	Need some correction, comments given below
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Need some correction, comments given below
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Listed below
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Abstract: The abstract is too lengthy and it should be preciously presented starting from general information, study area, aims, material and method employed and result and discussions. In overall I have listed some of the major queries are:
· In the sentence, “The data were processed to obtain annual maximum series for the climatic variables,” it is stated that only annual maximum series were derived. However, the descriptive statistics section presents annual maximum and minimum temperature along with relative humidity. This appears inconsistent. Kindly verify and clarify which data structure (maximum, minimum, or both) was actually used in the analysis.
2. Introduction: 
· The introduction is well presented especially about Temperature but there are some lack of information between temperature and relative humidity. The linkage between temperature and relative humidity needs further elaboration in the introduction, including justification for studying them jointly.
· Also, please elaborate on why the three trend analysis methods were implemented and explain how each method helps in achieving the study objectives. A clear justification of the selected methods is essential, as the methodology forms the core of the study and ensures that the objectives are properly addressed.   
· The aims of the study is not clearly stated, it is mention only temperature trend and not mentioning relative humidity (RH), since the study also investigated RH. So, kindly stated proper objectives of your study.

3. Material & Method

In the study area

· Enugu as a study area (Figure 1) for which the temperature and relative humidity changes were studied.  This statement is very poor you must reconstruct the sentence. 
· Overall, the section is well written. However, many sentences begin with “Enugu,” which makes them appear repetitive and disconnected. Consider restructuring the sentences for better flow, for example by using “It” or other appropriate pronouns to maintain continuity.
· In the Data Collection section, the statement “For the daily climatic data, the annual maximum data series were obtained” appears inconsistent with the earlier sentence indicating that minimum, maximum, and relative humidity data were collected. This creates some repetition and confusion. Kindly revise and reconstruct the paragraph to present the information clearly and consistently.
· In the section 2.3.2, the typing format is very confusing. However, all the method were well discussed 

4. Result and discussion

· In the section 3.1.2, the statement “Just one out of the three climatic data showed a significant increasing trend”. Please maintain continuity in the discussion. Since one parameter shows a statistically significant increasing trend, it should be discussed immediately within that section rather than being addressed later. Integrating the interpretation at the appropriate place will improve clarity and coherence.
· Please provide a clearer discussion of the ADF test results and Mann Kendall test. Simply presenting the values in Table 3 or Table 4 is not sufficient. The findings should be interpreted, explaining what they indicate regarding non-stationarity, negative, significant, etc. and also their implications for the analysis.

You can refer discussion about using Mann Kendall test from this paper: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-023-29436-2
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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