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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscript andhighlight thatpart 

inthemanuscript.Itismandatory that authorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingthe 
importance ofthismanuscript 
forthescientificcommunity.A minimumof3-4 
sentencesmayberequired for this 
part. 

This manuscriptprovidescrucialinsightsintotheenvironmentalandhealthrisksassociatedwitharsenic 
contamination  in  groundwater,  particularly  in  regions   with  significant  mining  activities.  The  
study's 
comprehensiveassessment,includingwaterqualityanalysisandhumanhealthriskassessment,highlightsthe 
potential dangersof  exposure to  arsenic-contaminated water. The findingsunderscore the urgent need 
for effectivemonitoring,mitigation,andremediationstrategies toprotectpublichealthandtheenvironment. 

 

Isthetitle ofthe articlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Thecurrenttitleissuitableasitclearlyconveysthemainfocusoftheresearch:assessinghumanhealthrisks 
fromarsenicingroundwaternearanindustrialgoldminingarea.However,hereareafewalternativetitlesthat 
youcouldconsider: 
ArsenicContaminationandHumanHealthRiskAssessmentinGroundwater Near aGold Mine 
inCôted'Ivoire Evaluating theHealthImpact of Arsenic-ContaminatedGroundwater 
inaMiningRegion:ACaseStudyfrom Côted'Ivoire 
GroundwaterArsenicContaminationandHumanHealthRisks:ACaseStudyfromtheTongonGoldMining 
Area,Côted'Ivoire 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou 
suggesttheaddition(or 
deletion)ofsomepointsinthis section? 
Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Theabstractis comprehensiveandprovides aclearoverviewof theresearch.Iteffectivelysummarizesthekey 
points,includingtheresearchquestion,methodology,main findings,andimplications.Tofurtherstrengthenthe 
abstract,consideraddingabriefstatementaboutthespecifichealthrisksassociatedwitharsenicexposure,such 
ascancer andneurologicaldisorders. Thiswouldprovideadditionalcontext 
andemphasizethesignificanceofthe study'sfindings. 
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Isthemanuscriptscientifically,correct?Pleasewri
te here. 

The manuscript appearstobescientificallysound. The authorshave: 
1. Clearlyidentifiedasignificantenvironmentalhealth issueabout arseniccontamination 

ingroundwater nearaminingarea. 
2. Employedappropriatemethodologies:Water quality 

assessmentandhumanhealthriskassessmentusing recognizedmethodologies. 
3. Elevated arseniclevelsingroundwater,particularly inwellscloser 

totheminingarea,andsignificant health risks, especiallyforchildren. 
4. The findingshighlight theneedforimmediateaction tomitigatethe 

adversehealthimpactsofarsenic exposure. 
However, tofurtherstrengthen thescientificrigorofthemanuscript,authoracknowledgeifanylimitations inthe 
study,suchassamplesize,samplinglocations,oranalyticalmethods,can enhancethe 
credibilityofthefindings. 
AlsoElaborateonthespecifichealth 
effectsassociatedwithchronicarsenicexposure,suchascancer, neurologicaldisorders, 
andcardiovasculardiseases. 
Authordiscussesthepossiblesourcesofarsenicinthegroundwater,suchasminingactivities,naturalgeologica
l processes,oragriculturalpractices.Consider thefactorslikedietary intakeofarsenic,socio-
economicfactors, andgeneticsusceptibilitythat mayinfluenceindividualhealthrisks. 
Byincorporating thesesuggestions, the manuscriptcanfurtherstrengthen 
itsscientificcredibilityandprovidea more 
comprehensiveunderstandingofthehealthrisksassociatedwitharseniccontaminationinthestudyarea. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhav
e 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion theminthe reviewform. 

Thereferencelistappears tobesufficientand includes agood mixof recentandrelevantstudies.However,to 
furtherstrengthenthereferencelist, considerincorporating 
somemorerecentstudies,especiallythosethathave beenpublishedwithinthelast5 years.Also 
addreferencesfromreputableinternationalorganizationslikethe WorldHealthOrganization(WHO) or 
theUnitedNations EnvironmentProgramme(UNEP) toprovideglobal 
perspectivesonarseniccontaminationandhealthrisks. 
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Isthe 
language/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable 
forscholarly communications? 

Thelanguagequalityofthearticleappearstobesuitableforscholarly communications.The 
writingisclear, concise,andwell-structured.Thegrammarandsyntaxaregenerallycorrect,andthevocabulary 
isappropriatefor anacademicaudience. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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