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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.
	The study examined the effects of early life stress in children. The findings revealed that resilience and environmental exposure are key determinants of mental health dynamics.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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; however, it is written in present tense. For instance, “Mathematics analysis reveals”, it should have been “Mathematics analysis revealed”. The authors should consider reorganising the information in the abstract for better coherence. For example, provide a brief introduction, followed by the methodology, findings and significance. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 The references are recent but not sufficient. The authors should consider adding relevant related literature in the introduction section and providing the references accordingly.
	

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


	 The language quality and suitability are standard. However, the authors should undertake a thorough review of errors to improve sentence construction. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work should be considered for publication only after serious major corrections. 

Discussion:  the authors should add model simulations to back their discussion. Additionally, table 1 should be referenced in the discussion section to support the findings of the study. The discussion should remain focused on the study’s results and avoid unrelated commentary.

Conclusion: the conclusions should be grounded on the findings of the study, not general recommendations.
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