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EPFRs are widely present in atmospheric particulates, but there is a limited under-
standing of the size-resolved health risks of these radicals. Here, they reported the
risks and sources of EPFRs for different particles in summer and winter. They found
different types of sources of EPFRs in particles with different sizes. The experimental
design was good, and evidence was solid. The results were useful for scientific commu-
nity, so this paper can be published after the authors address the following comments.
Aa 1t is somehow surprising for me that biomass burning was a major emission source
in summer. What was the major types of BB? Open burning? A& Sec2.2 and 2.4
more details should be given. Aa Lines 139: the link was not active anymore. Aa Line
147: not to use active tense (we or ). A4 Lines 181-182: Aaevidence should be given

C1

to prove it was coal combustion Aa Line 194: it is not necessary dust , and biogenic
aerosols can contribute to large particles. Line 207: more details should be given to
explain g-factor. A4 | do not suggest using “first” throughout the text. A4 Line 380-389:
what can be the implication for such seasonality? what is the driven factor ?
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