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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

The abstract should summarize the critical points of your write up.

Introduction

The authors did not introduce the study as expected. Relate introduction to Public health
sustenance.

Need grammatical and syntax corrections.

More citations needed.

Conclusion should justify the study.

Why Environmental Health sustenance and not Public health? From your work, you
emphasize more on public health.

References should be arranged according to Journal format.

Minimize Capitalization and Bolding of words/sentences in your write up

his/her feedback here)
Compulsory REVISION comments The review is quite interesting and scientifically robust. Authors should address the | Ok sir, Noted.
following:
Consider using “Public” rather than Environmental on the title.
Abstract
Abstract is quite Ok. Authors should edit grammar and typing errors. OK sir

Noted and Thank You very much.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Authors did a very good review. Keep it up.

Thank you and best regards.
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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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