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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides novel insights into how the duration of environmental and occupational exposure differentially affects hair, skin, and eye phenotypes alongside respiratory health indicators. By comparing short-term and long-term exposure groups, the study highlights both immediate and cumulative health impacts, offering valuable evidence for occupational medicine and environmental health research. The findings broaden the understanding of non-traditional health markers such as hair pigmentation shifts, which may serve as potential indicators of chronic exposure. Overall, this work underscores the necessity of preventive strategies, early detection, and regular health monitoring in at-risk populations, contributing to policy and workplace safety improvements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title — “Differential Effects of Pollution Duration on Hair, Skin, and Eye Phenotypes in Oil Sector Workers” — is clear and specific, but it can be refined for better scholarly impact. Right now, it focuses heavily on “phenotypes,” which may sound too narrow for broader environmental health readers, even though the study also covers respiratory and demographic health impacts.
Suggested Alternatives”
1. “Health Effects of Short- and Long-Term Pollution Exposure in Oil Sector Workers: A Comparative Study”

2. “Impact of Exposure Duration on Respiratory, Ocular, Skin, and Hair Health in Oil Sector Workers”
	

	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.


	Your abstract is informative and well-structured, but a few refinements could make it more comprehensive, concise, and aligned with scholarly standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript appears scientifically sound in concept and presentation, but there are a few considerations to ensure correctness:
· Study design: A comparative analysis of short-term vs. long-term exposure groups with equal sample sizes (n=100 each) is appropriate and allows meaningful comparison.

· Health outcomes: The link between chronic pollution exposure and respiratory symptoms (coughing, wheezing, infections) is consistent with established environmental health research.

· Ocular and skin effects: Eye redness, congestion, and rashes are plausible occupational health outcomes of prolonged pollution exposure.

· Hair pigmentation changes: Although less commonly studied, oxidative stress from pollutants has been associated with premature greying and pigment alteration, making this observation biologically plausible.

· Preventive implication: The conclusion emphasizing monitoring and preventive measures is scientifically valid.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list you provided is quite strong and comprehensive, covering a wide range of studies on oil pollution—from ecological impacts (marine organisms, corals, intertidal ecosystems) to human health risks, governance measures, and geospatial monitoring. It also includes both classic foundational works (1979–1982) and very recent studies (2022–2023), which makes it fairly balanced.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article appear suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely issue of oil pollution and its ecological and human health impacts. The paper is well-structured, references are adequate and recent, and the discussion reflects a good understanding of the subject matter.
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