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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.


	This manuscript elaborates on the multi-pollutant, multi-model dispersion analysis for industrial sources in Benue State, Nigeria, and found the Ground-level concentrations of CO, SO₂, NO₂, PM₂.₅ and PM₁₀ decrease exponentially with downwind distance, with the zone of maximum impact confined to 100–300 m from the source.

The authors have chosen the steady-state Gaussian Plume Model and the Gaussian Puff Model 
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	Yes, the title of the article is suitable  
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and summarizes the content of the whole findings.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references were found to be recent ones except one or two.
	

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


	Yes, the English quality of this manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors have extensively measured the ground-level concentrations of CO, SO₂, NO₂, PM₂.₅ and PM₁₀ and made a comparison of annual mean concentrations with Gaussian Plume Model and the Gaussian Puff Model. They conclude that the Gaussian Plume Model exhibits outstanding predictive skill and the Gaussian Puff Model is inappropriate for continuous industrial emissions. But in the whole manuscript they have not mentioned the reason for the failure of Gaussian Puff Model. I suggest that the authors may include the appropriate reason for the failure of the Gaussian Puff Model. 
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