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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
The manuscript need minor revision.  
The author needs to visit the highlighted areas and 
address as appropriate. 

I. Highlighted sentence in page 5 needs to be reconstructed. 
II. Mathematical expression of MAPE should be provided 

III. Justification for model selection using AIC at the expense of AICc and BIC when 
the criteria select different models should be provided. Many authors indicated that 
when AIC and BIC select different models, BIC decision must be superior. See 
Okunlola and Folorunso (2015) page 104 titled Modelling Rainfall Series in 
Geopolitical Zones of Nigeria 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The author succinctly discussed seasonal ARIMA model with application to monthly rainfall 
data. He displaced sufficient knowledge of the subject matter and theories underlying the 
adopted method. Subject to minor revision, as indicated above, the article will be 
outstanding. 
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