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	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.


	By considering the non-ionizing health hazards of telecommunication masts among residents in Sahara African, which causes potential cancer risks, psychological and environmental impacts that, pose high levels of risks, this manuscript is very important to the scientific community. It advances knowledge on the carcinogenic and public health implication, analyses the public health frameworks, health guidelines and community engagement to safeguard the environment and the public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and accurately reflecting the study contents, relevance and quality of the narrative review. It coincided well with the aims of the study. 
	

	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.


	The abstract is very comprehensive and summarizes the aim and the findings of the study, highlighed the urgent needs for policy reformation, inter-sectoral collaboration, public health experts and community engagements in safeguarding environmental and public health.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 By considering the lack of public health involvement, regulatory gaps, low life expectancy and possible carcinogenic health risks associated with prolonged exposure to non-ionizing electromagnetic radiation of telecommunication masts, this manuscript is scientifically correct. It advances knowledge with scientific evidence to promote public health interventions, reduces exposure to electromagnetic radiations and implements periodic monitoring of radiation emissions to comply with the NESREA and ICNIRP guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Only two references were outdated (1994 & 1996). The references are very sufficient and provided up to date information that follows a consistency in the referencing style; but not arranged alphabetically. However, the Author should consider using at least 2 or 3 intext references when citing, giving attribution or acknowledging author’s work in a sentence. These are crucial for establishing credibility, showing a comprehensive understanding of the study, and as well providing more evidence-based literature to support the research findings, which should be consistent with the previous studies.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is very excellent with accurate punctuation marks. It coincided well with the editorial policy guidelines. Overall, it conveys research findings that will be accessible by the scientific community.   
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