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Review Form 1.7

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the

review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to
provide additional suggestions/comments)

Following are the suggestions to the author(s) need to be incorporated.
OManuscript appeared that it is compilation of data from different sources.

O Don't uses short form in the title of the manuscript so write full form of AMS in the title.

O OWhy only given 35 years (1971-2005) data it is to be updated up to at least 2022.
CJOUnder the heading Keywords repeatedly used the trend it should be avoided.

O Under the heading Study area don't write (see Figure 1). Only (Figure 1) is sufficient.

O Heading Discussion of Results - it is better to write Discussion only.

[JOThe discussion part is given in the conclusion. It is to be corrected.

O Conclusion should be written in the proper way giving reasonable details of findings only.
[JOFuture Perspectives and application of the present study should be incorporated.

OReference Gobo, 1988 given in the text but missing in the reference list. It is to be
incorporated in the reference list.

COOlaniyi et al., 2013 given in the text but in the reference list the year is 2014 which is correct?
Please check and correct it.

[0In the reference list following references are given but not incorporated in the text. It is to be
corrected.

Adejuwon, J. O. (2012), Edo State Government (2009), El Adlouni, S., OQuarda, T. B. M. J.,
Zhang, X., Roy, R., and Bobee, B. (2007), Ganguli, P. and Coulibaly, P. (2017), Hall, M. J. and
O’Connel, B. E. (1972), Hamed, K. H. and Rao, A. R. (1998), Hirsch, R. M., Slack, J. R. and
Smith, R.A. (1982), IPCC (2007), Chen, Z., Marquis, M., Averyt, K. B., Tignor, M. and Miller, H. L
(Eds). (Year is missing), Jung, M., Kim, H., Mallari, K. J. B., Pak, G and Yoon, J. (2015),
Matteson, D. S. James, N. A. (2013), Okon, K.E., Oworen, U., Daniel, K. S., and Okon, I. K.
(2019). Peterson, B. J., Holmes, R. M., and McClelland, J. W. (2002), Shi, Y. F., Shen, Y. P. and
Hu, R. J. (2002), Sule, B. F. and

Ajala, O. F. (2016), Von Storch, V. H. (1995), Von Storch, H. and Navarra, A. (1995), Yue, S. and
Wang, C. Y. (2002).

O0In reference list Kendall, M. G. (1975) page no is missing. It is to be incorporated.

OReferences should be given in the uniform format as per the format of the Journal.
Manuscript required revision as suggested.

Minor REVISION comments
1. lIslanguage/English quality of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. 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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