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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.


	i. It is significant in monitory of drinking water

ii. Risk assessment of radon exposure.

iii. It highlights the contamination levels from the study area


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article would be better with the following title: 
Annual effective dose due to Ingestion and Inhalation of Radon in Tap-Water from some preparatory schools, Samawa City, Iraq
	

	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.


	i. The regulatory agencies (USEPA, UNSCEAR, WHO, e.t.c) should be fully written before abbreviation. Others inclusive.
ii. The statement for results in the abstract should be re-casted.
iii. The maximum permissible or reference limits by the agencies is not captured. Take note for comparison with your findings.
iv. Remove the locations in the “keywords”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Okay 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additional recent references are needed to make the manuscript more broad.
	

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


	Okay
	

	Optional/General comments


	i. The introduction is not broad enough
ii. Figure 1 and 2 should be taken to the “method” section.

iii. The materials used should be listed

iv. Sample collection and preparation should be clearly written

v. Experimental Radon concentration measurement should also be clearly explained. This is where figure 1 and 2 should appear.

vi. Follow by experimental analysis; this is where the formula used should appear with appropriate citations.
vii. Figure 3 would be better if the names of the locations are used under the Bar diagram instead of the school number.
viii. Use the right tool for writing mathematical equations.

ix. No recommendations in the manuscript
x. Remove “our” in Table 3 heading. And for clarity, use charts for the comparison of your results with other published findings. Do not forget to explain them. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Abubakar Bala Madaki, Nigeria
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


