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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.
	This manuscript is significant because it addresses environmental issues, particularly air quality, in several cities in India. The results of this research will contribute to efforts to develop strategies for air quality management and sustainable environmental planning, as well as to guide policy formulation for addressing air pollution in the environment. This article can also serve as a reference source for air quality issues.
	



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
	3
	

	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
	3
	

	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
	

	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
	4
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	3
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	         4
	

	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
	4
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	4
	

	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
	5
	

	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
	2
	

	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
	4
	



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.
	The title is appropriate, but the country name should be added because it compares three cities in this article.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	The abstract lacks an explanation of the findings. Provide a descriptive overview of the air pollution levels found in the three cities. Describe the results of the main pollutants, namely PM₂.₅, PM₁₀, NO₂, and SO₂. Describe the impressive results of the research findings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

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

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

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

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

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	No
	



PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
ABSTRACT

The abstract lacks an explanation of the findings. Provide a descriptive overview of the air pollution levels found in the three cities. Describe the results of the main pollutants, namely PM₂.₅, PM₁₀, NO₂, and SO₂. Describe the impressive results of the research findings.
INTRODUCTION
1. The introduction is very limited and does not comprehensively address the problem. The research demonstrates air pollution problems in the three cities studied and provides an overview of the environment at the locations and community activities that can cause air pollution.
2. Data on pollution levels in each city is not presented.
3. State the purpose and motivation of this research.

METHODS
1. The methodology chapter should explain the type of research, the research period, and the type of statistical analysis used in this study.
There must be a research ethics (EC) number.

RESULTS
The results have been presented, but no statistical tests were conducted as mentioned in the methods chapter. They only describe the descriptive results of this study.

DISCUSSION
The discussion section lacks a discussion of the results found in the results section. The research findings are not compared with previous research on the air quality index in India. They should be compared with previous research articles on the air quality index.

CONCLUSION
1. The conclusion should address the research objectives. Looking at the descriptive results of the air quality of the three cities compared in India, including pollutants such as PM₂.₅, PM₁₀, SO₂, NO₂, how the three cities differed and which city had the highest levels of pollutants.

2. Write down strategic steps that can be taken to address the air pollution problem.

BIBLIOGRAPHY
1. The references in the bibliography are not cited in the article and are therefore irrelevant to the article's content. Corrections and citations must be made using reference management applications such as Mendeley, Zootero, or others.
2. Add the latest bibliography from national and international journals.



Authors are asked to improve the article according to the reviewer's suggestions.
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