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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 (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.


	The authors present an analysis of the measured values of Downward Surface Radiation (DSR) trends by reviewing seven articles. This kind of analysis contributes to understanding the trend of DSR and its possible causes, which is very important in the current context of global warming. On the other hand, it shows the variation in cited data among the different articles, providing a range of cited values for DSR.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is. 
	

	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 is. 
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are many references that are not cited in the text.


	

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


	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· For better overall understanding of the article, I suggest including a definition of Downward Surface Radiation (DSR).

· The main objective of the article is confusing, as it is not clear whether it is the review itself or the discussion about the recorded trends in DSR measurements cited by the different authors. If the objective is the review itself, I suggest incorporating more discussion about the results from the different authors, such as observed differences in methodologies, for example.

· Methodology section: Figure 1 is not referenced in the text. I suggest including the reference and also improving the methodological explanation—specifically, why the authors selected the exclusion criteria that led to reviewing only seven articles.

· Results and Discussion: The authors write, “…there is consistency as well as variation in the average value of Downward Surface Radiation (DSR).” This sentence is unclear—does it mean there is consistency or variation? I suggest reformulating it for clarity.
· Results and Discussion: Please check the third paragraph, which begins with "P." It may need revision.

· Results and Discussion: The fifth paragraph is unclear. Is the cited difference between the authors or between surface types? Also, it is not clear whether the ocean shows 4–5 W/m² higher or lower values than land. Please clarify.

· Results and Discussion: Table 2 is not referenced in the text. I suggest adding a reference to it and briefly explaining its relevance.
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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)
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