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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Studying the mechanics of ionospheric events is essential to comprehending space weather, its effects on planetary atmospheres, and its instabilities. Usually, such physics entails simulating ionosphere dynamics. In this instance, astrobiological and exoplanet research studies benefit from the development of a comparative analysis of planetary ionospheres. Furthermore, this aids in forecasting the effects of space weather, which is essential for safeguarding both human activities in space and the city's infrastructure.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here are a few considerations:

Avoid "A Study" on"—this phrase is often unnecessary. The title should sound if the author accept this title “Planetary Ionospheres and Ionospheric Instabilities”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Strengths: 
1. The abstract emphasizes how theoretical and experimental research on planetary ionospheres is becoming increasingly important.
2. It accurately detects important physical characteristics including magnetic field gradients and weak particle collisions.
3. It emphasizes the function of the solar wind and cosmic sources while acknowledging primary and secondary energy sources.
4. It reinforces the observational relevance by mentioning intricate radiation emission events.
5. The note examines ionospheric plasma properties and instabilities, according to the abstract, which clearly defines its focus.

Weaknesses:

1. Grammatical Issues & Clarity: Some sentences are awkwardly structured, making comprehension difficult.

2. Overuse of Generic Terms: Phrases like “in different aspects” and “many linear and nonlinear properties” could be more precise.

3. Lack of Focus: The abstract covers several ideas without clear transitions, making it less cohesive.

4. Repetitive Statements: Some concepts (e.g., energy sources and wave-particle interactions) overlap without clear distinctions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Update some of the references like 1973, 1964
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author is encouraged to reorganize the research paper to align with a standard academic format. A well-structured paper typically includes the following sections:

· Introduction: Provides background information, research objectives, and the significance of the study.
· Purpose or objective 

· Research Methodology: Details the methods, data collection techniques, and analytical approaches used.
· Results and Discussion: Presents findings with appropriate analysis, comparisons, and scientific interpretations.
· Conclusions and Recommendations: Summarizes key insights and suggests future research directions.
· References: Lists all cited works following a standard citation format.
Reorganizing the paper in this manner will enhance clarity, coherence, and academic rigor, making it more accessible to readers and reviewers.
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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)


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	Anonymous reviewer (Only for this stage as per Review policy)

	University & Country
	


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


