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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.
	A critical concern is the absence of citations throughout the manuscript; the editor is encouraged to issue a formal warning to the authors, as proper referencing is essential to acknowledge prior scholarly contributions.

	



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
	4; see the suggestions in the section below.
	

	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
	4; see the suggestions in the section below.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3; Keywords should reflect database names or use standardized terms (e.g., air quality database). Additionally, the term atmospheric pollutants should be revised to ambient air pollutants or ambient air quality to ensure consistency with the manuscript title.
	

	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
	3; 

	

	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
	3; The objectives, hypotheses, and experimental design should be consistently aligned across the Abstract, Introduction, and Conclusion.
	

	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
	3; The importance of air quality databases and the tools used for air quality forecasting should be clearly presented.

	

	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; Bar diagrams illustrating monthly average concentrations and scatter plots for correlation analysis are presented in the graphical representation; however, they are not included in the Results section.
	

	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; see the comments in the section below.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3; The authors should justify the use of correlation analysis to compare air pollutant concentrations between Delhi and Guwahati, as methods such as ANOVA or t-tests are more appropriate for analyzing differences rather than relationships.
	

	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
	3; The manuscript lacks a figure illustrating the study area location, which is essential, particularly to depict surrounding geographical features (e.g., distance from the sea and mountainous terrain) that directly influence meteorological factors; the authors are therefore encouraged to include such a map.
	

	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
	4; The manuscript lacks a discussion comparing the strengths and limitations of the air quality databases.
	

	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; The Conclusion section should include a clear gap analysis and directions for future research.
	

	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
	4;
	

	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; The authors should strongly recognize that proper referencing is essential in research articles.
	

	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.
	It is recommended to remove the term “Data-Driven” and replace it with a more appropriate title, such as “Statistical Assessment of Ambient Air Pollutants and Air Quality Index in …”.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	No numerical results or strategical data are presented; moreover, no clear linkage to environmental chemistry is evident in the study design or supporting content, and the Methods and Results remain fragmented without specifying meteorological data collection procedures, which directly influence air pollutant dispersion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	A concise table should be provided to specify the air pollutants obtained from each database and their corresponding study areas; additionally, the use of web sources (e.g., www.data.gov.in, aqi.in, and IQAIR) should be clearly described, either in the table or in a brief explanatory sentence.
	

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

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	The reference list is not arranged in alphabetical order and should be revised to strictly conform to the journal’s prescribed formatting guidelines.
	

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

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

	The study involves no human or animal data and thus does not require ethical approval; all analytical software was used in compliance with licensing regulations.
	



Reviewer details:
Jakkapan Potipat, Rambhai Barni Rajabhat University, Thailand


[bookmark: _GoBack]

Page 4 of 4
V240326


