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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 
 

The analysis should be revised; statistically correlation value (r) =1  is not realistic or 
even impossible. 
 
Pay attention to the process: logically, high temperature leads to convective system 
which marks with thunderstorm and squall, then rainfall 
Therefore, the correaltion should be between max temerature to thunderstorm; then 
thunderstorm to rainfall 
 
This type of study shoul come to a conclusion could maximum temperature be a 
preceeding signal of rainfall season? 
 

We have revise the article according to the comments 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Some typo 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Major revision  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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