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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.

	This scientific chapter investigates the characteristics of atmospheric aerosols during an aerosol transport event in April 2019 over Cyprus, a climate-sensitive region. The study uses data obtained through terrestrial observations (through advanced monitoring techniques: AERONET solar photometer and lidar measurements) and modeling of aerial trajectories with HYSPLIT to identify the source of the particles, confirming that they come mainly from Saharan dust.
The study highlights the impact of aerosols on air quality and the radiative budget, providing essential information for understanding the interactions between aerosols and climate in the Eastern Mediterranean region. The results can be used to improve climate models and support more effective environmental policies in areas affected by such atmospheric phenomena.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	I would suggest the title: “Analysis of Aerosol Characteristics During the April 2019 Outbreak Over Cyprus: Insights from Ground-Based Observations”, but it is the authors' decision.
	

	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 highlights key results such as high aerosol optical depth (AOD) values and the predominance of Saharan dust particles, thus providing a clear picture of the impact of this event on air quality and radiative forcing. In general, the abstract manages to synthesize the essence of the work, making it accessible and relevant for researchers in the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript complies with scientific standards by using accurate data and appropriate methods, suggesting that it is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references in the manuscript are sufficient and relatively recent, covering a wide range of studies and sources relevant to the analysis of atmospheric aerosols. The manuscript cites papers from 2015 to 2022, suggesting that the authors included recent data to support the study's conclusions. 
	

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

	
The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications

	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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


	





	Reviewer Details:


	Name:
	Cazacu Marius Mihai

	Department, University & Country
	Gheorghe Asachi Technical University of Iasi, Romania


[bookmark: _GoBack]
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
