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	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 manuscript is dealing with the aeromagnetic mapping and identification of possible faults generating the earthquakes of 2016 and 2018 earthquakes in Central Nigeria. In case of lack of the detailed data (about previous seismicity, local and regional geodynamics, complex geophysical investigations, etc.) such approach seems to be rational and useful.  The author demonstrates good knowledge of the magnetic field data processing and transformations of the natural magnetic field: Upward Continuation, First Vertical Derivative (FVD), and Center for Exploration Targeting (CET) grid analyses. This approach gives the possibility to map possible active faults and related to them earthquakes. The methodology used complex available information – geology map, seismological determination of the parameters of earthquakes, magnetic field and its derivatives, map of lineaments. The conclusion is focused on the results obtained.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title: MAGNETIC AND SEISMOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION OF 2016 TO 2018 EARTH TREMOR IN PARTS OF NORTH CENTRAL NIGERIA
Is better to transform as : MAGNETIC AND SEISMOLOGICAL INVESTIGATION OF 2016 TO 2018 EARTHQUAKES IN PARTS OF NORTH CENTRAL NIGERIA.

It is more understandable for the specialists. 
	

	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.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, especially due to the lack of more information to reveal the local geodynamics. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references sufficient and recent and reflect the recent level of knowledge. 
	

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


	English is correct and suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper will benefit if on some figures the letters are greater and more visible (for examp. Fig. 12).

The transformation of the magnitudes from ML to Mw using not calibrated correlation for the local registrations sometimes could be deviated. It seems strange that Mw is larger than ML, but the correction is due to the author. 

A sentence or two can explain why the fault plane solutions of the earthquakes and the local geodynamics are not included in the text. This information can give more transparency to the conclusion derived. 
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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.
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