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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	This manuscript provides an analysis of electron density for the F & E layer based on seasonal variations. The results show good findings. However, the writing of the manuscript needs to be improved, as there are signs of a lack of preparation. 
Language need to be improved, too many typos. Lack of introduction, details, analysis and discussion in this manuscript. From the ttle of the manuscript also has typos. 
	

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

	Seasonal Variation of Electron Densities: NmE and NmF in low latitudes over the Ouagadougou station.
	

	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.

	Kindly remove the citation from the abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	· The write-up for the introduction is not written enough. Lack of introduction. However, the authors wrote well on the aim and objective of the research. 
· Need to elaborate more. Kindly avoid using the point form while writing the manuscript.
· Kindly check the sentences; there are too many typos in the manuscript. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are not up to date. Contained a lot of references back to the 90s. 
Kindly rewrite back the references with standard formats
	

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

	

Need to check the grammar and improve the quality.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The Authors need to rewrite the manuscript. The content and contribution is there, but the way of the authors write and deliver the manuscript, is not properly prepared.
	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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