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	Observations and Characteristics of Unidentified Aerial Phenomena

General Comments: The paper covers a very original study of Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP), by using dual meteor stations and synchronised cameras to detect, observe and study objects in Earth's atmosphere. However, the clarity of presentation in this paper could be enhanced - specifically, the methodology to provide clarity by noting uncertainties in the measurements, as well as the results. There could be a deeper connection made to previous literature concerning atmospheric studies and astronomy, which would better situate the findings in the existing literature.
Abstract: The abstract supplied was appropriate in summarising your study, while acknowledging its scope and key findings. We recommend to emphasise statistical measurements or measurements that were key findings for yourself e.g., speed, altitude, size estimation. This would be to pique the interest of people looking for quantitative scientific measurements.  
Introduction: The introduction was sufficiently informative, and presents sufficient background information, which includes previous work on UAP's. However, we would suggest referencing Rogers (2010) and clearly indicating as justification of studying UAP's, the scientific value of studying these objects. Furthermore, the context could expand to include broader atmospheric and astronomic studies to indicate to a broader audience (i.e., non UAP literature) why this study is necessary.
Methodology: It would be helpful to specifically detail the key instrumentation utilized in the study and how it was operated. Additionally, it would have strengthened the description to detail the methods used to estimate the speed, altitude, and other characteristics of the UAPs that were detected. This would improve transparency of the research process.
Results: The results section clearly provided readers with quantitative information on the characteristics of detected UAPs in terms of speed, altitude, and size.
Discussion: Strengthening the connections back to existing scientific knowledge (e.g., optical phenomena in the atmosphere, objects in the night sky) would improve the manuscript. The UAP observations can be better understood when comparisons are made with well-established principles and research in the field of atmospheric science).
Figures: The figures are helpful and informative but some will be difficult to interpret at times. You should improve the resolution of the images. Additionally, the authors should submit each of the figures in a separate file so the reviews can access them in high resolution without incorporation.

References:  Include more references on observational techniques, atmospheric physics, and UAP research.
The article can be accepted after minor revision.



