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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 is very relevant as it provide an explorative understanding to a cohort that can be exposed to bad air quality away from home. It is important for risk assessment and suggestion of policies beneficial to scientific and environmental research for this day and age. Hence, it can provide recommendations for school designs to improve air quality beneficial to both students and the community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It can be better written to attract readers and other resarchers who may find the work useful as a foundation. 

Consider;
Breathing Spaces at Risk: Indoor and Outdoor Particulate Pollution in Secondary Schools across Greater Port Harcourt, 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.


	Introduce your abstract with a sentence or two about the challenge or problem, before saying what the work was about. Use past tense as the research has already been conducted., e.g instead of ‘the research aimed to comprehensively assess’, say ‘the research comprehensively assessed……’
Follow through on other suggestions made for correction.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct with suggestions for adjustment made in the main work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	On average, the references are sufficient. Howver, some were too old (2008, 2011, 2014, 2015) and repetitive. Refere to your work and follow all suggestions for adjustments.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	More comments for corrections are on the main work, Follow through. All the best, well done.
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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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