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	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.


	Understanding radioactive risks is essential for safeguarding public health, particularly in regions with natural or industrial radiation exposure such as uranium mining areas, nuclear facilities, and medical waste zones.

Identifying and categorizing environmental sources of radiation in India allows for evidence-based mitigation strategies, which are crucial for minimizing long-term ecological and human health damage.

Evaluating the effectiveness of current policy responses helps highlight regulatory gaps, ensuring that national safety standards align with international best practices and are properly enforced.

This review supports sustainable development by integrating scientific evidence with policy action, promoting informed decision-making that balances technological advancement with health and environmental protection.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is very fascinating and clear. If it is modified in this way, it will clear more “Assessing Radioactive Risks in India: An Integrative Review of Environmental Sources, Public Health Implications, and Policy Responses”
	

	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 abstract you've provided is well-structured, clear, and informative. Here are some suggestions:

The first long sentence listing all radionuclides and regions could be split for better readability.

It is slightly longer than a typical 250-word limit (around 270+ words). Consider trimming redundant phrases.

Though implied, the methodology (review, analysis, empirical measurements?) could be briefly stated.
It’s unclear whether this is a systematic review, meta-analysis, or based on new field data.
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