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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. 
 

The study effectively explores the harmful effects of particulate matter emitted from the sawmill 
on workers who have been employed there for a significant period. The research precisely 
investigates these harmful pollutants using advanced measuring equipment, and the results 
were statistically analyzed 

 

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

 

The title of the article is not suitable. The title should specify the subject of the study and align 
with its nature. An alternate title could be: “A Case Report on the Impact of Particulate Matter 
and Gaseous Emissions from Sawmills on the Respiratory Health of Sawmill Workers in 
Osisioma Nngwa, Abia State, Nigeria”.  

The suggested title would have been suitable for the research if the 
only health indices assessed was respiratory issues. However, other 
illness were also assessed. Nevertheless, the suggested title has 
been modify to suit the aim of the research. 

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. 

 

Yes, the article’s abstract was mostly comprehensive, however, including the equipment used 
for the analysis in the study could be added to improve the overall clarity and comprehensibility 
of the abstract. 

Equipment used for assessment has been added to the abstract 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

No, the article should include at least 20 references along with their proper citations. Some of 
the references provided are not recent. 

References has been revised 

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

 

Yes  
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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 details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


