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reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Once the appearance of abbreviated words in full details is urgent please recheck all text. Correct them in the abstract. 
 
Add one or two lines introduction to abstract keeping word count limit up to 250 words. 
 
Tables and figures must be referred in the text. 
 
We need a certain time interval of the same years for all cases studies of countries for example 12 years. The analysis of different years 
for nations seems wrong. 
 
Table 2 or 1? In the following sentence and paragraph; From table 1, it is observed that Brazil, China, India, Indonesia, United States, Japan and 

Mexico have α values greater than 1, signifying the presence of fine mode aerosol particles within the  

Satellite is able to collect data and monitor concentration of other gasses like NOx, SO2, O3, VOCs, etc. Why did not use the data in the 
present study? 
 
Could you please notify allowable concentration of case pollutants posed in this research from WHO, EPA plus health effects of them? 
 
What is difference between results of MERRA and opacity? Explain clearly. 
 
Figure 1 seems wrong for circumstances of presentation and collecting data in one certain figure. 
 
Presentation data of Figures is irrelevant so try to replace it with better one. 
There is a serious difficulty with analysis of data and presentation of them. Check guide to author for allowable number of figures and 
tables. 
The present study does not present results of simulation. 
Conclusion chapter needs to remove redundant words and keep the key words. 
Add and collect all similar research in a table. 
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