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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Review article is important for scientific  community as it reveals about the comprehensive and critical information about GIS based methodology to find out the agrochemical exposure and chronic disease risk in agricultural population. This paper compares systematical spatial modelling approaches and data sources. This work provide valuable information to public health professional and policy makers to assess risk in agricultural setting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable are per the content describe in manuscript
	

	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.


	Yes  the abstract is suitable with the given review paper. However suggestions are as follows: 

1) Briefly stated the duration of covered literature
2) State that what this review uniqueiy provide?

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes manuscript is scientifically sound. 
Minor suggestions:

1). Avoid use of casual phrases like “linked to” or “associated with” it give non casual approach in relation with cancer and neurodegenerative disease.

2) In Disease outcome a minor improvement suggests that  to prevent perceived publication bias, explicitly indicate (even briefly) that null or conflicting findings also exist in the literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes references in the manuscript are mostly sufficient and include many recent one till 2025. Particularly on GIS based exposure assessment and spatial epidemiology. This reveals that author are engaged with current research trends.
Suggestions:

1) A few references that are now included from unrelated fields (such as general project management and broad overviews of AI) might only be tangentially relevant and should be reevaluated unless they are specifically related to methodology.

i) Enabulele, A. B. O etal (2025) focus on health information systems and project management not exposure modelling or GIS 
ii) Ojo, D. A. (2025) relevant to management science but no direct methodological contribution to spatial measurement.
iii) Lauretta Ekanem Omale et al. (2025) focus on infectious disease forcasting not chemical exposure or spatial methodologies.
iv) Katende, R. (2025) Economic transformation covers limited relevance to agrochemical exposure.
	

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


	The language and overall English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, however in introduction and discussion several sentences are too long and information dense, this can reduce the readability although grammaticaly these are correct. It would be better to break those sentences into smaller unit. (
	

	Optional/General comments


	Manuscript present well structured review paper on application of GIS-based approaches for modeling agrochemical exposure and chronic disease risk among agricultural populations. The topic is appropriate for environmental epidemiology and occupational health of agricultural workers. This review paper gives avery strong understanding about of current methodological practices and challenges in spatial exposure assessment. Manuscript is well written and have minor grammatical error. Minor revisions suggested to further more strenghting to paper.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	As it is a review paper therefore it does not arises ethical issues.
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