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[bookmark: _y6v4tsvtwk9q]Overview 

[The lab was performed in order to determine the amount of energy of a specific flare. The author used a clear methodology to complete this task and followed every instruction provided in this lab. The irradiance of the used flare is that it includes two parts of each flayer used to demonstrate the total energy in every flare. The flare was correctly described, and the aspects and components of the fit used by the author were clear. It peaked at 07:50:00 hours, and the peak height recorded was 2.75*10-6. It was smooth, and there was no any other type interrupting it. 

The recording of data that was observed was done correctly, and this enabled the calculations, which would provide the total energy of flare. The cell was labeled differently to ensure that there was no mixing up of information and data. The solar flare, which is solar irradiance, is important to convert to use the ISO units. The analysis of information is done in the correct formula.

.] 

[bookmark: _gdcfh967g8f0]Merits 

[The calculation and collection of data were done correctly, which improved the accuracy of the final results of the total amount of energy. The approach that was followed in the selection of flare was explained well by the author, and this provides the reader with prior knowledge of the expectations of the process. The author discussed the structure and components of the flare that was chosen. The flare information enables the participant to strategically place themselves in the definite process of delivering the best quality. There are sufficient figures also which has been used to interpret the observations of the data.

.] 

[bookmark: _cd7zx4w3hfh5]Critiques

[The information and methodology followed in conducting this lab are important, considering that there was a clear description of the flares which were going to be used in order for an individual to familiarize themselves with some of the properties of the flares. The baseline correction was not reasonable because it occurred during the pre-flare signal to indicate a bias in the flares. The standard units were used in all measurements in the lab. 

.] 
[bookmark: _ddw4l3o5qzvy]Overall Recommendation 
[Check an overall recommendation that best applies to the Colab Notebook you are reviewing.]

	𝤿
	No revisions are needed.


	𝤿
	Needs minor revisions

	𝤿
	Needs major revisions


[bookmark: _la5l79bh1c43]Conclusions 

[The author meets some of the main criteria of a report apart from various issues, such as cost and plotting of observations that need improvement. The author was able to integrate respect to time instead of default index units. The flares were well described before the process took place. The figures are used to interpret and present a summarized version of the procedures. 

] 
