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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 

 
This present manuscript comprises a 
very interesting scope, once the 
authors try to verify the individual 
contribution of some important 
weather entities in general climate 
conditions. However, I am very 
skeptical when the statistical tool is 
used to relativize the importance of an 
entity, separately, when actually the 
whole phenomenon, i.e., the climate, 
depends on the combination of all 
entities acting together in the nature. 
 
Furthermore, in my opinion, 
correlation and variation coefficients, 
as well as simple use of confidence 
intervals, even with 95%, do not 
represent parameters with huge 
confidence to describe so much 
complex phenomena. The model used 
by the authors to determine some 

 

Minor REVISION 
comments 

 
None. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General 
comments 

 
The manuscript can be accepted, 
since the suggestion described above 
be followed by the authors. 
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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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