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

 
1-From the outset, the fundamental treatment of this problem remains a topical issue of 
international scope. This article makes a significant scientific contribution. 
 
2- The title of the article is almost appropriate and should be amended in a pollutant 
monitoring and experimental methods. 
 
3- The broad outlines of a summary are significant, but the purpose of the study must be 
clearly presented in the second line of the summary. In addition, the comparative aspect on 
international standards should be presented on the basis of several organizations linked to 
the said control. 
 
4- Generally speaking, the presentation of the sections and sub-sections seems acceptable, 
but some amendments need to be made specifically to section 1 / 1.1- presentation of 
previous work and the state of the art, in accordance with the journal's ethics. 
In section 2, a clearly presented sub-section should be made on 2.2. Experimental protocol 
with flow chart.  And in the third section 3.4. a sub-section on the characteristics of the 
trucks studied, classified in a table, and 3.5. a sub-section on the geographical distribution 
of pollutant concentrations around the port. 
 
5- Concerning the scientific veracity of the manuscript, it would be correct to make this 
experimental evaluation a comparison with an analytical method linked to the 
characteristics of the gears prospected. 
 
6- Earlier and more recent work is widely available in journals. Regarding this scientific 
production very few references have been used and the justification of the results is not 
really focused on other articles that corroborate with your results. 
 

Thank you for recognizing the contribution of our 
work to the scientific field. 
 
We have considered an alternative revised title to 
ensure it accurately reflects the essence of our study. 
 
 
 
Acknowledged. The study's purpose was effectively 
highlighted in the second line of the abstract. We 
specifically employed and referenced the World 
Health Organization (WHO) standards as these are 
widely recognized international benchmarks for 
emission control 
 
 
 
Thank you for your feedback and suggestions 
regarding specific amendments to sections 1, 2, and 
3 of the article. However, at this stage of the article, 
making these extensive changes might not be 
feasible without significantly altering the current 
structure and content. I want to emphasize that no 
Journal ethics breach has occurred; rather, the 
proposed modifications involve substantial 
restructuring that might impact the article's coherence 
and completion at this stage. If there are specific 
aspects or smaller adjustments within these sections 
that we could address, please let us know, and we 
will do our best to accommodate those changes while 
maintaining the article's integrity. 
 

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

communications? 
 

The quality of the language and English is suitable for scholarly communication. 
 

 
Thank you. 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

This work can be further developed by focusing on the link: characteristics of heavy machinery - 
pollutants - analytical method. 

Absolutely. Comprehensive research is being 
conducted in this area. However, we are seeking a 
sponsor for the research work. 
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PART  2: 
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with the 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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


