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	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.


	This study shed light on how weather conditions impact radio wave behaviour, especially regions like Nigeria where such data is limited. It helps improve our understandings of how the atmosphere affects signal transmission, which is key for better communication system. Therefore, the findings are useful for researchers and engineers working on real world solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but consider adding the type of analysis or approach to align the research with academic norms e.g., analysis, study, investigation etc 
	

	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.


	Yes, it’s fairly informatic and communicative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it sounds scientifically correct and makes logical sense, especially on a study on an atmospheric condition on radio wave propagation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not sufficient, consider adding more recent references.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Please brighten the graphs and figures to improve their clarity and readability, because clearer visuals will help readers better understanding the data and findings.
2. Add more references, preferably recent and relevant ones, to straighten the literature review and support your arguments more effectively

3. Improve the grammars and flow, also avoid redundancy because phases like “Altitudinal refractivity and refractivity” can be more confusing consider using just “altitudinal variation of refractivity” if that’s what you mean.
4. Also, it will be helpful to briefly mention which models, the types/sources of metrological data and analysis approach you used e.g., simulation, statistical analysis.
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