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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 paper covers a significant local environmental health issue, particularly underreported in Nigeria and the topic is highly relevant to environmental science and public health. The methodology is also sound, but lacks clarity in sampling techniques, control measures, and instrument calibration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative.
	

	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.


	Abstract is very long and there is a need to give a brief introduction of the method of this study in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific objective is sound. Methodology is generally appropriate but lacks important detail like sampling techniques and controls are insufficiently described.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several references are appropriate and provide context, especially for Nigeria and local environmental concerns. However, many references are outdated (from 2002–2015), and recent developments in PM2.5 monitoring, health effects, and global trends are missing.
	

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


	The paper is comprehensible, but technical terms are sometimes misused or under-explained (e.g., “health implications” without elaboration).
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a relevant and underexplored environmental health issue in a low- and middle-income country context, focusing on PM2.5 exposure in indoor environments near quarry industries in Akamkpa, Nigeria. The topic has public health significance and local policy relevance. However, the discussion should be deepened, with better linkage to public health outcomes and stronger engagement with recent literature (past 5 years).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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