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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript offers a thorough and current overview of GIS-based methods for evaluating agrochemical exposure and the associated chronic disease risk among U.S. farmers. Through a critical examination of methodological frameworks, spatial data sources and analytical limitations, the study makes a significant contribution to advancing spatial epidemiology and occupational health research. The review offers valuable guidance to researchers, public health agencies and policymakers seeking to enhance exposure assessment and disease surveillance in agricultural populations. Its interdisciplinary approach strengthens the evidence base for data-driven environmental and occupational health policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript.

No alternative title is necessary.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well structured. It clearly states the background, objectives, methods, main findings and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The review design, data sources and synthesis approach are all clearly described, and the discussion shows a clear link between the objectives, methods and conclusions. The methodological critique is balanced and supported by the cited literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant and up to date. The manuscript includes many recent sources from 2023–2025, as well as key foundational studies, which strengthen its scholarly credibility. No additional references are strictly necessary.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The quality of the language is generally strong and suitable for scholarly communication. Only minor grammatical and stylistic edits are recommended to enhance fluency and readability, particularly in longer sentences.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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