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PART 1(Importance of the manuscript) 


	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript addresses an important issue of climate variability in a vulnerable West African municipality. The focus on rainfall, temperature, water balance, and humidity provides a comprehensive local climate profile. This work is valuable for the scientific community because it contributes to understanding how climate variability affects agricultural systems and rural livelihoods in regions highly dependent on rain‑fed farming. 

	



PART  2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Tables
· Table 2 (SPI classification of years) is useful but should include total counts and percentages for clarity.

	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	



PART  2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The following suggestion are to be followed to strengthen the manuscript
Methodological Transparency
· Equations are presented, but parameterization (e.g., evapotranspiration calculation method, software settings in RClimDex/ClimPACT2) is insufficiently detailed. Reproducibility requires explicit mention of input variables and assumptions.
· The onset/cessation method (Liebmann, Ramiharijafy) is cited but not fully explained in terms of thresholds used. Please clarify.
Statistical Robustness
· Trend analyses report regression slopes but with very low R² values (e.g., rainfall anomalies R² = 0.0357). Claims of “gradual recovery” should be moderated, as variability dominates.
· Breakpoint detection results (Pettitt, Buishand) should be statistically quantified (p‑values, confidence intervals) rather than visually interpreted.
Interpretation of Impacts
· The manuscript links water balance deficits to malaria incidence and thermal discomfort. While plausible, these claims require either supporting epidemiological references or moderation to avoid overstatement.
· Agricultural implications (rice flowering, crop losses) are mentioned but not supported by crop yield data. Consider integrating agricultural statistics or moderating claims.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Suggested Citation Placement
· 3.1.1 Rainfall Variability → Climate Variability and Rainfall Patterns DOI: https://doi.org/10.29321/MAJ.10.7000MA3
· 3.1.3 Temperature Regime → Exploring climate trends and extremes DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jastp.2025.106596
· 3.1.4 Water Balance → Decadal Shifts in Paddy Production and Cropping Efficiency Zones DOI: https://doi.org/10.29321/MAJ.10.D01261
· 3.1.5 Hygrometric Patterns → Harnessing Machine Learning for Air Quality Prediction DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s41810-025-00355-8
· 3.1.2 Annual Rainfall Trend / Breakpoint Analysis → Integrating Machine Learning and Trend Analysis for Rainfall Forecasting DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.70239
· Discussion – Comparative Context → Unraveling Rainfall Trends: Urban Precipitation Study DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12040-025-02614-1

	



	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

The manuscript is promising and provides valuable localized evidence of climate variability. With improved methodological transparency, moderated claims, clearer figures/tables, and integration of comparative citations, it will make a strong contribution to both regional and global climate science.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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