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	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 manuscript contributes to the international effort to understand how sudden reductions in anthropogenic activity, such as those inferred from COVID-19 lockdowns, impact atmospheric composition in complex and heavily polluted regions. By combining several satellite products (MODIS AOD, OMI NO₂/SO₂/O₃) with the MERRA-2 meteorological reanalysis and multi-year climatology, the study provides an integrated perspective on aerosols, greenhouse gases, and meteorological controls in six different regions of India. 

The results, including large reductions in AOD, NO₂, and SO₂ over the Indo-Gangetic Plain and subtle ozone responses, provide valuable insights for the preparation and development of emission control and air quality policies that explicitly consider meteorology. 

This study is of clear interest to atmospheric scientists, policymakers, and professionals working at the interface of air quality, public health, and climate.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is broadly suitable.
	

	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 presents and summarizes the main results and overall objectives of the study, but it is preferable to highlight the main quantitative findings and regional contrasts. Authors are advised to:

· Clearly identify the reference period (2014-2019) and the lockdown period (e.g., March-June 2020) used for comparison. 
· Introduce numerical ranges for the main percentage variations in AOD, NO₂, SO₂, and ozone in at least one or two representative regions (e.g., the Indo-Gangetic Plain, the Indian Peninsula), as already presented in Table 2. 

· Mention that some regions experienced modest increases or smaller reductions, partly due to meteorology, to reflect the non-uniformity of the response.

· Provide a precise and concise conclusion in one sentence on the main policy implication (e.g., the need to connect emission control strategies with explicit treatment of meteorological variability).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, the scientific approach is adequate and consistent with current practices in satellite-based air quality studies.

However, the manuscript could be improved by:

· A clearer explanation and description of the statistical treatment (e.g., significance tests for percentage variations, treatment of missing data and uncertainties related to recovery), particularly for the regional averages in Table 2. 
· A more explicit presentation and explanation of how meteorological effects were quantified or inferred (e.g., whether correlation analyses or composite analyses were used, or whether the interpretation is purely qualitative). 
· A paragraph should be added to the “Methods” or “Discussion” section outlining the limitations of satellite retrievals (e.g., cloud filtering, vertical sensitivity for NO₂/SO₂/O₃) and MERRA-2 reanalysis fields over India.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, up-to-date, and well chosen.
	

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


	In general, the English of the article is clear and facilitates understanding of the scientific content and suitable for scholarly communications. Technical terminology is used correctly, and there is a logical flow of ideas from the introduction to the discussion. 

However, I suggest a brief linguistic review to correct minor issues such as the use of articles, prepositions, and some awkward phrasing (for example, sentences such as “The COVID-19 lockdown, introduced on March 24, 2020, with significant easing measures implemented in stages, has been widely reported in the media” could be slightly reworded for greater fluency).

A careful proofreading will allow these minor points to be corrected.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues identified
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