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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article provides a methodical analysis of the effects of thunderstorms on aviation in a specific area of Nigeria, offering a useful contribution to the field despite not pushing exceptionally the boundaries of current research and being quite specific. The authors present a study with well-executed experiments and a methodological approach that aligns with established scientific standards. Although the findings do not introduce particularly novel concepts, they enrich the literature by reporting interesting insight on the topic, though the discussion could benefit from a more critical perspective on limitations and broader implications. 
Also, the exposition of the results could be made clearer and better structured with some thorough editing.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is ok.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive, even if it reflects some defects of the manuscript (see comments below).
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The structure is appropriate, even if I found the purely descriptive part (Table 5 to 7 and Figure 2 to 9, and related text) a bit too long, given that it is almost a pure report of data without much reasoning or discussion.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The article is technically sound and aligns with scientific standards, as it includes the main standard statistical indicators like p-values and R scores. 
However, there are some inconsistencies in the way results are reported. In particular, sometimes absolute numbers are reported without any relative reference (e.g., “14880 flight delays, 1657 diversions and 13558 flights cancellation” with any comparison with the total number of operations nor flights) and in some cases it is unclear what the percentages are referred to.
In general, the reporting of results should be revised and made more consistent and scientifically correct.
	

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

-
	References are ok. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	There are a number of typos and small errors, some thorough microediting is needed to make it easily readable and understandable.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I think there should be a more in-depth discussion about the results. In particular, a comparison should be made between the questionnairs’ outcomes and the recorded data, which is almost completely absent.  
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