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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

The paper A 19-Years Period (2000-2018) Dataset of Annual and Monthly 
Spatial Distribution of Rainfall and Average Air Temperature in a Temperate 
Region for Climate Change Studies is interesting.  
However, it would be even better if the following issues are taken into 
account: 
1. Page layout is incorrect and cramped  
2. The paper does not sufficiently describe the methodology 
3.Add more details on methods and materials are required and need the 
reference to the statistical processing of data. Several experiments 
(repetitions) and statistics of the results are not clear. 
4. Extending the conclusions – what are the additional topics that required 
for review 

 
 
 
 

 
1. Page layout of manuscript has been reviewed. 
2. Details about the methodology have been added in the revised 

manuscript 
3. No particular statistical processing has been applied to data. Maps 

were generated starting from cumulative rainfall (sum of 15-minute 
precipitation data) and average air temperature. Also the maps 
presented in the manuscript as figures were obtained through simple 
arithmetic mean. 

4. The “Conclusion” section has been added to the revised manuscript. 
As the paper is of type “Data Note”, it represents a description of a 
scientific dataset without including analyses or particular data 
processing. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


