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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The work is relevant to the society, particularly those who belongs to that locality. Abstract is appropriate and 
introduction explains the aim and objective of the study with sufficient background. The results and 
discussion are self explanatory. The necessary figures have been incorporated are the appropriate places for 
better clarity and conclusions. A very good number of latest references have been cited to justify and 
substantiate the work. There is no significant error in language. 
 

1. In the table- 1, 3rd row (water pollution), water pollution is very intense at far dumpsite (15.8%) than 
near dumpsite (13.9%). Appropriate explanation be cited for this contradictory observation.  

2. Methodology for the study of air and water pollution with details results be cited for better study and 
conclusion.  

3. From the figure-7, It is evident that age group 10-15 years and over 15 years at far dumpsites are 
more effected than the near dumpsite. Appropriate explanation be cited for this contradictory 
observation. 

4. At least 3 years medical data relating to those persons affected in the cited diseases be collected 
from the medicals in the study area and be cited in the paper for conclusive evidences. 

However the Editor is requested to accept the paper after necessary revisions.   
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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