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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes, the study was able to highlight the influence of  various industrial activities (oil and gas) in 
these coastal region on the health of the residents in the communities.  
 
 
Yes 
 
Should be broken down to: Introduction and aim of the study, then materials and methods, 
Results, Conclusion & Recommendation if any.  
 
Yes, However, the place and date of calibration of the detectors used should be stated. 
 
Nothing was said about the reason while the dose to different organs in the two 
communities are the same as shown in the pie charts. 
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1, 2, 4, 7, 8, 13. 
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