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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Dust storms are a major source of airborne particulate pollution (PM₂.₅ and PM₁₀) that directly impacts respiratory health. The importance of studying this phenomenon lies in understanding the link between particle concentration and both acute and chronic respiratory diseases. Research in this area contributes to the development of early warning systems and public health policies aimed at mitigating the burden of dust-related illnesses

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the following title because the original one is too long and includes unnecessary technical details:
Short-Term Health Effects of Fine Particulates from Dust Storms: A Simulation-Based Analysis
	

	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 comprehensive but too long and overloaded with technical details, exceeding the usual journal limit of 150–250 words!!!!
· It should focus on what was achieved and why it matters, rather than describing models or data sources.

· There is repetition of results and percentages, making the text cluttered and unfocused.

· It lacks a strong concluding statement that highlights the significance of the findings and their policy or health implications.

· It needs a concise and structured rewrite following a clear sequence: Objective → Method → Results → Implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The introduction is too long and needs to be shortened, focusing on the research gap rather than the general description of dust storms.
2. The Materials and Methods section needs clearer organization and a more concise explanation of the simulation process, with less technical repetition. It is also recommended to use the full title (Materials and Methods) instead of Method, as it is more accurate academically.
3. The results and discussion section is good, but it needs clear reduction to avoid repetition and focus only on the key findings.
	

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

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


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