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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.


	The manuscript analyse the impact of the zonal displacement of the south Atlantic and south Indian subtropical high on surface air temperature variability over southern Africa. The topic is relevant to regional climate variability studies, and the use of ERA5 reanalysis data together with EOF analysis and composite analysis is appropriate. The study also attempts to link atmospheric circulation changes with thermodynamics mechanism, which is valuable
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	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.


	nil
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Major Revision
The manuscript analyse the impact of the zonal displacement of the south Atlantic and south Indian subtropical high on surface air temperature variability over southern Africa. The topic is relevant to regional climate variability studies, and the use of ERA5 reanalysis data together with EOF analysis and composite analysis is appropriate. The study also attempts to link atmospheric circulation changes with thermodynamics mechanism, which is valuable.

conversely, the manuscript requires substantial improvement before it can be considered for publication. Mainly, the papers need careful language editing, clarification of some methodological aspects and stronger interpretation of the results. Some inconsistence in figure captions, references, and formatting should also be corrected. Focusing on the following comments would significantly improve the quality and clarity of the manuscript.

Major comments

1. The manuscript would benefit from thorough language editing, as several sentences are grammatically unclear and difficult to follow.

2. The caption of figure 4 refers to precipitation anomalies, whereas the study focuses on surface air temperature (SAT). This appears to be an error and should be corrected.

3. The authors are encouraged to carefully check the numbering and referencing of figures throughout the manuscript to ensure consistency with the discussion in the text.

4. A clearer explanation is needed for the selection of EOF2 as the mode representing the zonal displacement of SASH and SISSH.

5. It would be helpful if the authors reported the variance explained by each EOF mode and briefly discussed the physical meaning of the dominant modes.

6. The method used to classify years into four quadrants (Q1-Q4) in the scatter plot should be explained in more details.

7. The manuscript should clarify whether any threshold values or criteria were used when selecting years for the composite analysis.

8. A brief discussion on the robustness or sensitivity of the composite results would strengthen the methodological section.

9. The authors may wish to clarify whether temporal autocorrelation was considered when applying the students' t-test.

10. Including a map of the study region indicating southern Africa and the domains used for SASH and SISH analysis would help readers better understand the spatial context of the study.

11. The discussion section could be expanded to provide a more detailed physical interpretation of the SAT anomalies observed in the composites.

12. The manuscript would benefit from a clearer explanation of how the zonal displacement of the subtropical highs influences atmospheric circulation patterns over southern Africa.

13. When discussing warming trends over inland south Africa, it would be useful to clarify whether these trends arise from the present analysis or are based on previous studies.

14. The relationship between shortwave radiation, cloud cover, and SAT anomalies could be explained more clearly in terms of the surface energy balance.

15. The formatting of the units (for example W m⁻²) should be standardized throughout the manuscript.
16. The introduction could better emphasize the novel aspects of the study, particularly the combined influence of SASH and SISH on temperature variability.

Mino comments 

1. Some sentences are quite long and could be shortened to improve readability.

2. Abbreviations such as SAT, SSR, SSH, SLH and OLR should be clearly defined when they first appear in the manuscript.

3. Units should be written consistently with appropriate spacing (e.g., W m⁻², hPa).
4. Figure caption should be clearly describing the variables shown and include the relevant units.

5. The manuscript would benefit from consistent citation formatting throughout the text.

6. Some references appear to have consistencies in publication year or formatting and should be carefully checked.

7. Pannel labels in figure (a, b, c, d) should be clearly explained in the captions. 

8. The conclusion section could be slightly shortened and focused more on the key findings

9. Consistent terminology should be used when referring to the subtropical high-pressure systems.

10. The authors may also consider briefly mentioning limitation of the study.
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