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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.


	The manuscript “Atmospheric Fallout at Nakoyakpala in NZererkore, Republic of Guinea” addresses the important research gap in air quality assessment in the Guinea region. It quantified dust fallout in the region, offering baseline measurements that can support environmental and public health prospects. The work on air quality contributes valuable local data for the region, that remains under-represented in global air quality monitoring initiatives. The results can also help to guide the mitigation measures, such as dust suppression and air quality management strategies, during the dry season of that region.
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	Several aspects need to be improved for scientific credibility.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Hope so
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	Not sufficient. Some key references appear unrelated to dust fallout or atmospheric monitoring.
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	It can be improved more.
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	No. 1. Please add another keyword.
No. 2. Please write clearly on sampling frequency, meteorological conditions, sample processing method, and measurement precision in the methodology section.
No. 3. The formula for dust quantity (QPS) appears incomplete and lacks units.
No. 4. The article mentioned AIR Languedoc-Roussillon thresholds but does not compare with other international or African standards. Comparing values to WHO guidelines, African limits/studies would strengthen the discussion.
No. 5. A map with coordinates, a temporal variation chart, or a bar graph comparison is necessary.
No. 6. Conclusion should summarize main findings, scientific implications, and policy recommendations.
No. 7. A bit more time should be given to reference citation style and formatting.
No. 8. Include additional references on dust fallout monitoring methodology, particulate pollution standards, and regional comparisons.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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:

Chadetrik Rout, Maharishi Markandeshwar (Deemed to be University), Haryana, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

