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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 a valuable and detailed historical account of Dan Barfod la Cour’s contributions to geomagnetism, meteorology, and international scientific cooperation. It combines biography, historical context, and technical details, enriched by archival materials such as letters, photographs, and illustrations. This work is important for the scientific community as it documents the evolution of geomagnetic research, highlights the role of international collaboration, and preserves the legacy of a scientist whose contributions remain relevant today. It will benefit historians of science, geophysicists, and researchers interested in the history of polar and geomagnetic studies.
	

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

	Yes, suitable  Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the manuscript’s content.

	

	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 is informative, but it could be improved by emphasizing more clearly la Cour’s “scientific innovations” (instrumentation, international roles) rather than mainly biographical aspects.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, though some clarifications are needed. In particular, the significance of la Cour’s instruments and their comparison to contemporary alternatives should be highlighted more strongly.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are generally sufficient, but there are inconsistencies in citation style. Some archival sources and memoirs are heavily quoted; these could be shortened with proper notes. Ensure reference style is standardized throughout.

	

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

	
The English is mostly clear, but a careful language and grammar revision is required. Some sentences are too long, and terminology fluctuates between formal and narrative styles.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript is lengthy and sometimes reads like a book chapter. Consider streamlining anecdotal content and focusing on la Cour’s “scientific and technical contributions”.

· Figures are useful but uneven in quality; captions and sources should be standardized, and redundancy reduced.
· The conclusion is too brief relative to the manuscript length; it should summarize la Cour’s scientific legacy and lasting influence more clearly.

The manuscript is valuable and informative but requires “major revision” to improve focus, structure, and clarity before publication.



	







	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? 

	No ethical issues are identified.

	







Reviewer details:
Abderrahmane YOUNES, Algeria

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