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 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 
 

 
 
This article was not prepared very well yet about if the results are statistically 
significant and if their crop planning can be generalized. This study is more like a 
summary report of monthly rainfall in Kawardha district. It was not very straight to see 
the impact of Monthly rainfall variability and trend on crop production and productivity 
of different crops at Kawardha districts (they claimed so). 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Fix some inconsistent wording issues, such as: percent, per cent, % 
 
Make sure the references are cited uniformly. For example, the highlighted in green. 
 
Make sure the readers know what those abbreviations are.  
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