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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

The article is informative. The methods applied are sound in rainfall analysis. 
Such work need to be undertaken wherever the quality data are available. 

 

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

 

Modified. Please see in the text  

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. 

Totally modified. Please see the text.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes. Appropriate  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

Global warming is real. Sudden increase in rainfall (One day or two days wet 
spells) lead to floods and landslides are not uncommon wherever topography is 
suited. Such events are seen across the world. Human mortality, Infrastructure 
damage, crop and property losses are common in such weather extremes. 
Unexpected rainfall events lead to expected huge losses. Therefore, proactive 
Climate Risk Management is the need of the hour. 

 

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

Many references are not required since the subject chosen is a known one. 
Literature is seen from Africa, Japan and China on known content. Many are 
there unwanted like the last reference in this context. All of them may be 
deleted. Less than six in number which are the most suited and relevant to 
materials and methods may be retained.    

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

As suggested in Title, abstract and references, the article may be revised. After 
modification, the article is recommended for publication. 
 
Yes. Write up is good. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Article is recommended for publication on minor revision. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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