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	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 subject of the manuscript is very important, since it provides knowledge of air quality both inside and outside residential and medical areas, mainly in developing countries where there is not so much information about it. It is also important for the scientific community to know the air quality in medical and residential areas in different countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is appropriate and in accordance with what is stated therein
	

	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.


	The summary is understandable, although very poor in terms of the methodology used
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is written correctly from a scientific perspective
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	As the references are more than half more than 10 years old, it would be prudent to make a more up-to-date bibliographic review and replace old references with more recent ones. 
	

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


	The quality of English is sufficient for academic peer-to-peer communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is suggested to delve into the methodology used. The results obtained from PM10 are very high compared to measurements elsewhere. The results show PM10 values well above those recorded in other places and environments, perhaps this is due to different methodologies for determining PM10. Therefore, it would be necessary to reconsider whether such PM10 values are comparable. It is also important to explain why only Pb, Cd and Zn were evaluated, the other heavy metals are not important? And finally because only 5 bacterial species were evaluated.
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