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Review Form 1.6

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 study is about the rainfall trend analysis using statistical method (MK and ITA) coupled
with spatial analysis process and compared with irrigation water rates in long time in a part of
India country:

The study is an interesting research which fits to the scope of the journal. However. So the
manuscript contains some elements which should be improved before publishing.

The review observations here may be all minor but | advise the author to take them
compulsory and the quality of the paper will be taken higher.

1.

On the Abstract section

The summary should be shorter. The part “if reliably predicted...... for command area
management” should be direct. E.g. “This study aims ....”

The second paragraph is too detailed and takes up too much space. Remove its last
idea “The spatial and temporal fluctuations are evaluated, and pattern behavior is
studied. Further, the impact of the such changes is analyzed on irrigation water
requirements” since the text on the results takes it into account

On the Introduction section

The introduction should be more illustrated with references especially the first
paragraph. The rates of water use for irrigation in india and elsewhere will be
interested.

In the paragraph 2, the bibliographical review style should be oriented towards the
presentation of results obtained from the chosen tests from most recently studies as
possible in India and elsewhere

The authors may identify one principal objective for the study from the introduction to
conclusion

Minor REVISION comments

On the Study area and data section

The author should improve the quality of the fig.1 and make writing more readable.
The author should let appear in the table 1, information about the daily data. Eg. The
gap and general statistics. The data accuracy; since the scale of rainfall collected is
daily.

The evapotranspiration and crop parameters collected from the IMD should also be
presented. Eg. Table 5

On the methodology and analysis section

The authors should write the formula and equation with Microsoft equation editor
Please write some information about the significant of the other values given in table
2.

On the Analysis section

Since the table 3 present the slope for ITA method for visual interpretation, the figure
9 may not be necessary.
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Optional/General comments

In the paper the study is about the rainfall trend analysis using statistical method (MK and ITA)
coupled with spatial analysis process and compared with irrigation water rates in long time in a
part of India country:
The paper presents an interesting research which fits to the scope of the journal. However, the
manuscript contains some elements which should be improved before publishing.

The authors should explained in the full name (one each abbreviation is used for the

first time in the text)

Some references to figures in the text are incorrect. The author have to revise it in the

whole manuscript.
Improve the overall style of writing throughout the text.

Rreorganized the analyzes and results and discussion parts into one section since the

analyzes seem to be the results already.

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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Lanmandjekpogni Maurille Paul S

Department, University & Country

University of Abomey-Calavi, Benin
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