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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 is important to the scientific community because it provides a detailed, multi-sensor evaluation of India’s atmospheric response during the COVID-19 lockdown—an event widely regarded as a natural experiment for emission-reduction scenarios. The work enhances understanding of how meteorological conditions modulate the effectiveness of emission reductions. It also contributes to policy-relevant knowledge by showing region-specific atmospheric behavior, which is essential for air-quality management. Furthermore, the vertical treatment of ozone adds scientific value by distinguishing surface-level impacts from column-level dynamics.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the 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 comprehensive, well-structured, and captures the scope, methods, and main conclusions.
Suggested improvements:
· Add 1–2 sentences explicitly stating the scientific gap this chapter addresses.
· Mention the six-region partition explicitly to emphasize spatial detail.
· Clarify the contrast between tropospheric and total ozone earlier in the abstract to enhance readability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is robust, with appropriate use of multi-year climatology, anomaly calculations, t-tests, and quality screening. Interpretation of results is consistent with current atmospheric science literature. The integration of meteorological modulation is particularly strong and enhances credibility.
Minor suggestion: Clarify the statistical assumptions supporting t-tests given the small 2020 sample size
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and include many recent works from 2020–2024.
	

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

	The English is clear, scholarly, and suitable for publication. The structure is coherent and well organized.
Only minor edits may be needed for conciseness in the Discussion section.



	

	Optional/General comments

	Figures (as described) seem appropriate, but ensure all axes, units, and color scales are clearly labeled.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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