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Abstract: The decision making process based on environmental impacts of pollutants can be mathematically 

expressed. It will be helpful for taking right decisions on discharge of water pollutants and emissions of air 

pollutants in the environmental recipient components. No effect release can be made possible by reducing the 

pollutants with suitable decision making for which the indicators for potential impacts from the produced 

pollutant release has to be developed as Environmental No Impact Factor (ENIF). With the development of 

suitable mathematical models, NEIF can be applied to different pollutant releases in order to select the best 

option for reducing the potential impacts from the released/discharged pollutants. The present paper 

describes the scientific aspects in brief for such model applicable for discharge of water pollutants, emission 

of air pollutants and release of soil pollutants by which decision making becomes easier. 
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