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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 pollution damage and adverse impacts of microplastics on the ecological environment and human health are increasingly emerging globally. Research on its source items, environmental transmission pathways, damage consequences, prevention and control measures, including investigations, experiments, and evidence collection, holds significant scientific importance. This paper closely addresses the aforementioned scientific issues, taking the contaminated state of agricultural soil in northeastern India as an example, conducts targeted comprehensive research, and proposes a framework for the pathways of pollution damage and suggestions for preventive measures.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientific. However, there are two points lacking in scientific rigor that require modification: 

1. In part 5, Ecological and Human Health Implications, in the sentence "Microplastics (MPs) are traditionally thought to be eliminated through the biliary and gastrointestinal tracts, but new research has found them in human blood, which raises questions about their potential effects on health (Leslie et al., 2022).", the author's statement ignores the description in the reference regarding plastic particles ≥700nm, as well as the scientific common knowledge that microplastics capable of entering the bloodstream are <10μm. Therefore, it is suggested that this statement should be revised and clarified.

2. In Part 7, "Policy and Management Implications," the sentence reads, "Finally, trans-boundary cooperation for river systems such as the Brahmaputra and Barak is essential, as these rivers traverse multiple countries and carry significant volumes of plastic debris downstream." The author's statement overlooks the fact that the population density in the upstream areas is only about one fifteen-hundredth of that in the research area of this manuscript, potentially exaggerating the upstream contribution to microplastics. Therefore, it is suggested that this statement be revised.
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