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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript provides an important assessment of ambient air quality in industrial areas of Rivers State, Nigeria, focusing on particulate matter (PM) levels. Given the limited air quality monitoring in many developing regions, the study offers valuable baseline data and highlights significant health and environmental risks. Its findings contribute to the global discourse on pollution, industrialization, and public health, and will be of interest to policymakers, environmental managers, and academics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It is clear, concise, and reflects the content. However, the title could be slightly refined for clarity:
* Suggested alternative: “Ambient Air Quality and Levels of Particulate Matter in Industrial Areas of Rivers State, Nigeria”.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, but there are some redundancies (e.g., repeated values of PM2.5 concentrations). I suggest removing repetitions and ensuring all key findings (seasonal variation, health risks, and recommendations) are concisely presented.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, data are systematically presented, and results are analyzed using statistical and comparative approaches. However, more detailed explanation of the health risk assessment methods and indices would improve clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and relevant, including recent works (2018–2024). A few more recent international studies on particulate matter and public health (e.g., 2022–2024 WHO or UN reports) could be added to strengthen the global context.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but editing is needed for grammar, repetition, and sentence clarity. Some sentences in the abstract and discussion are lengthy and could be streamlined for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures should be improved in quality and consistency (some are blurry in the current file).

  The manuscript would benefit from a stronger conclusion linking the results to global SDG goals (health and environment).

  Policy recommendations are good but could be further detailed with feasible local strategies.

  Justification: The study is well-designed and relevant, but requires minor revisions in the abstract (to avoid redundancy), improvements in English language clarity, and slight expansion of the discussion and policy implications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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