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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.


	Actual paper dealing with the Magneto-sonic Mach numbers due to the Solar storms. Both types – moderate and intensive storms are explored. Low correlations are established showing not clear dependences. This is interpreted as a revitalization of direct coupling, thereby underscoring the significance of coherent energy transfer pathways between upstream solar wind structures and the inner magnetosphere.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is. The title is correct and reflects the content of the paper.
	

	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.


	Abstract reflects correctly intentions of the author(s), the content, methodology, discussion issues and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It is correct. The descriptions and conclusions obtained are well argumented. The figures are illustrative and clear.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references list is complete and cited papers reflect recent concepts and internationally recognised practices. There are two parts – richer earlier publications with conceptual knowledge and more (but less) recent – reflecting the recent data used in the paper.
	

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


	The language is clear and understandable not only for specialists but also to the wider public.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Usually the results of correlation analysis are presented as a table of the correlation coefficients. The author(s) prefer to describe textually the numbers of the results of the correlation analysis.  This is author(s)’ choice, but the other way is clearer to the rider.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO. there are not ethical issues
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