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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

1. .How to create the first coherent picture of multi-season rainfall deficit occurrence
and persistence across the region and, in the process, subject to the studied.

2. The analysis should highlights the immense value of carefully cataloguing station
metadata which is an essential resource for interpreting break-points and
exceptional runs of below/above average precipitation.

3. The research work should determine whether these regimes form coherent clusters
in space, is possible or not.

Agreed with the reviewer.

1. The research work has been done in 12 month time frame.

2. The analysis highlights the importance of station metadata in the first
picture and for the convenience of the analysis all the station data has
been accumulated. Also it is also possible to highlight station-wise
prediction of rainfall and Sy. But for shortage of space it is not done.

3. These regimes can form coherent clusters in space through PCA or
factor analysis.

Minor REVISION comments

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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