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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 (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 manuscript is important to scientific community as it brings to light the measurement of dust in an environment even per hour. This is vital to many more things in science.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is not suitable for me because atmosphere is more of a layer of gas than suspended solids. 
My two suggestions are:

1. Atmospheric particle fallout…………………….

2. Atmospheric dust fallout………………….
	

	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.


	Almost suitable but for the summarized version of the measurement procedure which is required but yet to be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	Very suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. No authority was cited for the accredited method adopted in the methodology. Scientific community needs to know if it’s the author’s innovation, modification or a replication of an initial work.

2. “we chose representative measurement sites” means the author was partial and didn’t give equal chance to all possible site to be chosen. There must be a statistical reason for arriving at the sites. The author could say; we got the four measurement sites by random sampling. 

3. Not Formulas it is formulae
4. Under RESULTS AND DISSCUSSION, start with;  “To determine the amount of substance….” And delete the sentence that preceded it.
5. Which statistical model/tool/method was used for the analysis? It was not stated. For instance, is it chi square? Is it percentage? Is it ANOVA?

6. Please recast the last sentence under results and discussion beginning from concerning the inconsistent of these heavy metal indices
7. Under CONCLUSION, recast over a period of 13 hours, over a period of 12 days. Let it be clear what you meant here please.
8. Under LIST OF TABLES, please use full stop (.) instead of comma (,) within a given set of figures. Examples 0,135  0.135  0,111 0.111
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