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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.


	1. Please describe the agrochemical-polluted farm and the control site, and provide a map showing their locations.
2. Please specify the classification of human participants, the sampling location(s), and the sampling methodology used for the health risk assessment.

3. I noted that the slope factor (SF) value of Cr in Table 6 is extremely high and should be verified. Please clarify why the discussion focuses on the carcinogenic risk (CR) of Cd, whereas Table 6 indicates higher SF values for Cr and As.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should specify the study location (e.g., country, city, or specific site) related to soil enzyme analysis and sources of metal pollution.
	

	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.


	None
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article presents multiple indices of soil heavy metal contamination and their link to human health; however, the statistical analysis does not clearly describe the sampling design or the statistical tests applied.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some citations are not listed in the reference section, as indicated by the red highlights; please carefully verify and revise accordingly.

	

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


	The manuscript is written in acceptable English with appropriate grammatical usage.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. For Tables 3-6, please clarify the meaning of the symbol (–), including whether it denotes “not detected,” “not observed,” or other definitions.
2. The controversial risk is reported within the same range (1 × 10⁻⁶–1 × 10⁻⁶); please recheck this value, as highlighted in yellow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The Estimated Daily Intake (EDI) data were obtained from research participants, particularly children who are considered a vulnerable population; therefore, approval from a human research ethics committee is a critical requirement of the journal’s editorial board
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