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	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.


	This paper addresses a highly relevant and timely subject: the integration of meteorology into air navigation to enhance aviation safety and efficiency. As climate change increases the frequency of extreme weather, aviation stakeholders require robust frameworks for weather-informed navigation. This research highlights not only the operational hazards (turbulence, storms, low visibility) but also the systemic need for AI-based forecasts, data sharing, and resilient planning. The findings are significant for aviation authorities, meteorologists, and policymakers globally, particularly in developing regions where infrastructure gaps persist. The contribution is both practical and strategic, offering policy and operational recommendations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is accurate and concise. It reflects the paper’s scope and emphasizes the central link between meteorology and air navigation. No changes necessary.
	

	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 clear, informative, and well-structured, summarizing background, methods, results, and recommendations. However, it could be slightly shortened by reducing repetition (e.g., details on case studies and NWP models can be condensed). Highlighting the unique contribution of the study (regional disparities, Benin case study) more explicitly would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The mixed-methods approach (literature review, expert survey, data analysis) is appropriate and triangulated effectively. Results are presented clearly with tables and diagrams. The discussion is well-argued, linking global advances to regional disparities. One minor issue: the methodology section repeats some items (satellite/NWP sources are listed twice). This should be edited for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are abundant and include recent works (2022–2025). The paper draws from ICAO, WMO, SESAR, and cutting-edge AI forecasting research. The reference list is comprehensive and up to date.
	

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


	The language is scholarly and clear. Minor grammatical issues and occasional redundancies exist (e.g., “satellite observations … satellite observations”), which can be improved with light editing. Overall, the English is suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are informative but could be formatted more consistently for readability.

· Figures/diagrams (methodology framework, integration ecosystem) are useful but should have clearer legends.

· Discussion could benefit from a stronger “practical implications” section (e.g., how exactly ICAO member states or African regional organizations could implement recommendations).

· The conclusion is strong but could more clearly separate short-term operational solutions from long-term climate adaptation strategies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues identified.
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