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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.


	1. The manuscript investigates temperature and relative humidity trends and change-point detection in Owerri (Nigeria) from 1992–2022 using statistical approaches including the Mann–Kendall test, Sen’s slope estimator, CUSUM, and Sequential Mann–Kendall analysis.
2. The topic is relevant to regional climate variability and urban climate studies, and the use of statistical trend analysis is appropriate.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	1. The abstract provides a concise summary, but adding a sentence about the practical implications of your findings could strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

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

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction section needs more references to provide support to the statements being made. Refer https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-323-91910-4.00030-3
2. The study primarily applies standard statistical techniques (Mann-Kendall, Sen’s slope, CUSUM) to a single station dataset over 31 years. The authors are suggested to add multi-station or regional analysis.

3. The study claims a significant change point around 2020–2022 for maximum temperature based on CUSUM analysis. The CUSUM value (7) only slightly exceeds the 90% threshold (6.79). Detecting a change point at the end of the dataset (2022) is statistically weak because the signal cannot be validated by subsequent data.
4. The manuscript lacks important information regarding the dataset, including, Instrument calibration and data validation, Missing data handling.

5. Climate trend analysis generally requires homogeneity testing, which is missing in this study.

6. The analysis heavily relies on mean, standard deviation, CV, and skewness. However, climate studies typically include, Seasonal analysis, Temperature anomalies, Extreme climate indices (ETCCDI), Trend significance at multiple temporal scales. The absence of these analyses reduces the analytical depth of the study.

7. The manuscript states that because the trends are not significant, Sen’s slope values are “not taken into account.” This statement is incorrect. Sen’s slope still provides trend magnitude, even if the trend is not statistically significant.

8. References contain formatting inconsistencies. Authors are suggested to check the following references.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-19-7100-6_31
https://doi.org/10.14796/JWMM.H536
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