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	PART
	1
	(Importance
	of the manuscript)



	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	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.
	Research  papers  on  air  and  water  pollution  are very important because they provide scientific evidence about how pollution affects human health and residential life. They help governments and organizations make better policies and laws to control pollution. These studies also create public awareness  and  guide  communities  on  how  to reduce risks. Overall, such research supports better planning for cleaner and healthier living environments.
	






PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)


	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Aim: 1st line, Environmental exposure to sirborne.. it must be airborne correct it please. Methodology: 5th line, Partcipants were categorized… Correct it.
8th line, tempoerature…Check and correct the spelling.
Results: percieved, incorrect spelling, correct it
Conclusion: commnication, correct it too..
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	INTRODUCTION Pullutants evvironmental Prcatices
incraesed eco system Expsoure
life-threathening maanaged Additon Contaiminated Waterbourne Cardiovacular Assesed
Correct all these spellings.
Baboolal, et al., don’t add comma after the name of scientist/researcher. Just add ., after et al. Correct it like that, in your whole research paper.
region(22) please give space before bracket, correct like that in your whole research paper.
	

	
	
	(6) remove this yellow color
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	MATERIALS AND METHODS
Environmetal correct spelling of this word
Study Area Commerical Expereince
Sampling and Participants
Forumla..
Survey Instrument
relaibility
Data Analysis Questionannaire Anaslyzed Percieved Samplying Morming Exceedance Measurments
Ethical Consideration
Particpation
Correct all these spellings
In this manuscript, you have written Demerara River in some places while Demera river in others. Please correct this and use “Demerara River” in whole paper.
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
	
	




	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION COMMUNITY SURVEY FINDINGS Withh
percieved sefl-reported Sirborne Refelct

Distance and Limitations on Outdoor Activities
Percieved
Strickly
Perceived Water Impurities
Particpating Percieved Conerns
AIR QUALITY MONITORING
Abilty relavant
WATER QUALITY MONITORING
oxgen Samplying samll
Correct all these spellings..
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	CONCLUSION Environemntal Indictaed Idenified Orginate Suggetsing Measurments smaples Samplying Wihtin
Correct all these spellings
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	Align your references
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs
Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Reread your whole research paper and correct the
English grammar and mistakes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	References are not aligned properly.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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	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)
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Shiffa Ul Ain, MNS University of Agriculture, Pakistan
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