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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.


	· Addresses an important and sensitive public health issue linking early-life agrochemical exposure to pediatric cancer.

· Integrates epidemiology, exposure science, and predictive modeling, which is timely and interdisciplinary.

· Highlights under-studied populations (children of farmers), adding societal and environmental relevance.

· Provides a useful synthesis for researchers and policymakers, though it remains largely conceptual.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is clear, specific, and appropriately reflects the scope of the manuscript.

· Minor suggestion: specify “review” to avoid confusion with original modeling studies.


	

	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 well-structured and covers background, methods, key findings, and implications.

· Strengths: clear emphasis on predictive modeling and biological plausibility.

· Limitation: does not clearly state that this is a narrative review with systematic elements.

· Suggest explicitly mentioning the review design and databases searched.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Scientifically sound and well-aligned with current environmental epidemiology literature.

· Interpretations are cautious and avoid overstatement of causality.

· Mechanistic pathways are biologically plausible and appropriately cited.

· However, some modeling concepts (e.g., machine learning, hybrid causal–predictive models) are discussed theoretically without sufficient real-world pediatric cancer examples.

· Figure 1 is conceptual; empirical validation or case examples are lacking.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are extensive, recent, and mostly from reputable journals.

· Strong coverage of epidemiology, exposure modeling, and mechanistic studies.

· Some references (e.g., AI/digital twin literature) appear tangential to pediatric cancer modeling.


	

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


	· Writing is clear, formal, and coherent throughout.

· Minor issues: occasional redundancy, overly long sentences, and repetitive phrasing across sections.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Strong emphasis on predictive modeling, but limited discussion of model validation outcomes.

· Greater distinction between exposure prediction and disease risk prediction would improve clarity.

· A summary table linking agrochemical classes, exposure windows, cancers, and modeling approaches would add value.
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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? 


	No
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