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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Through revision of article is required. Only finding are here and there. Authors conclude using four stations figures but there is three figures only
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	STORM TIME VARIATION OF EARTH’S MAGNETIC FIELD ALONG AFRICAN GEOMAGNETIC EQUATOR DURING RECOVERY PHASES OF 5th JULY 2011 AND 16th 2012 GEOMAGNETIC STORMS
	

	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.


	“Which were believed to be associated with the ionospheric disturbances coming from the effects of the geomagnetic storms” what is basis for this belief not clear
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Many things have to be improved and has to add such as

 to show few days before (3 days) after the stormy day (3 days) and the analysed for recovery day
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is quite OK but still can add
	

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


	Language is very simple
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	Through revision is required. I can recommend to publish in present form.
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