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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.


	The manuscript covers a significant occupational and popular health problem by summarizing the findings of agrochemical exposure and adult cancer risk among the U.S. farmers through the use of predictive modeling techniques. The review is also timely, because, with the current growth of data integration and data modeling methods, environmental epidemiology and the occupational risk assessment are progressively being influenced. The study is applicable to both policy makers and scholars conducting research in the field of occupational health surveillance and prevention of cancer.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and well expresses the scope and content of the manuscript. It suits the purpose of both the methodology (predictive modeling) and the group of interest (U.S. farmers). 
	

	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 extensive and well organized. It provides a clear outline of the background, objectives, focus in the methodology, and key findings as well as implications of the review. There are no significant additions to be made. Nevertheless, it might be better to add that the paper is a narrative review, which would bring more clarity to the readers. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically better and well based on existing epidemiologic and methodological sources. The theoretical framework between the agrochemical exposure, cumulative risk, latency, and cancer effects is consistent and logically developed. The exposition of exposure assessment strategies, predictive modeling strategies, and validation practices is correct and balanced. The scientific validity of the work might be slightly improved by a more explicit differentiation between predictive and causal inference in the whole modeling discussion; however, this does not invalidate the scientific value of the work. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the sources are adequate, topical, and modern. The paper has used a large number of recent peer-reviewed publications (as of 2023-2026) on the topics related to agrochemical exposure, cancer epidemiology, predictive modeling, and occupational health. The narrative synthesis is sufficiently supported by the reference list, and none of the missing sources seems to be crucial. 
	

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


	Yes, the quality of the language is good enough and fits the publication in a scholarship. The article is well written and well structured, and it has used consistent academic jargon. Minor copyediting could also be needed in order to take care of repetition or style corrections, which are occasional. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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