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Review Form 1.7

PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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. Arethe 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)

article

1. The manuscript is very important for the scientific community, since the problem
of dust intrusions (dust storms and dust haze) associated with the deterioration of
air quality significantly affects the ecosystems of various countries, especially those
located in the dust belt.
2. The title of the article is quite suitable for the issues related to the work.

3. The abstract of the article is exhaustive, which corresponds to the content of the

4. The structure of the manuscript and subdivisions is built correctly.

5. I believe that from a scientific point of view, the article deals with topical issues

6. The number of links is sufficient and fresh.

At the end of the article, it is necessary to provide specific recommendations for the
scientific community on the use of those databases that have high accuracy.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications

Optional/General comments

possible.

1. I have noted in some places of the manuscript that it is necessary to put references if

2.In table 5, lines 3 and 4 are not clear. If Fig.10. built according to line 1 and 4 of table 5,
then it needs to be drawn up carefully.
3. Authors' statement "Evidence presented above (Fig. 10) indicates dry soil (humidity near
zero) has the highest dust production rate of 168.66 mg/m3. This amount is more than 1000
times the standard human standard (150 mg/m3) . Needs revision

4. How can explain the different correlation coefficient for one place in different years,
reflected in tables 6 and 7?
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Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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