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	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.


	This manuscript presents an innovative methodology for estimating personal exposure to air pollution, combining human mobility data from GPS tracking with data from low-cost stationary sensor networks. The approach developed overcomes the limitations of traditional methods based solely on fixed measuring stations by explicitly integrating the spatiotemporal variability of pollution and individual trajectories. The work makes a solid and reproducible methodological contribution, particularly relevant to the fields of health geography, environmental epidemiology, and exposure science. It also offers interesting prospects for improving exposure assessments in contexts where regulatory monitoring networks are limited.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, precise, and faithful to the content of the 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.


	The abstract is generally well structured and informative. It clearly presents the scientific context, the objective of the method, the data used, the geostatistical approach employed, and the main contribution of the study.

However, a slight improvement could be made by explicitly mentioning the main limitation of the method (stationarity and smoothing assumptions related to kriging) in order to provide an even more balanced view in the abstract.
	

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

· The methodological choices are clearly justified, 
· The data sources are accurately described, 
· The steps of the algorithm are detailed in a reproducible manner. 
· The use of ordinary kriging, minute-by-minute time synchronization, and consideration of human mobility are consistent with the state of the art. 
· Methodological limitations are also transparently acknowledged.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the bibliography is extensive, relevant, and up to date. It covers both seminal works (UGCoP, individual exhibition) and recent research on low-cost sensors, human mobility, and spatio-temporal modeling.
No additional references are necessary.
	

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


	The quality of the English is generally satisfactory for a scientific publication. The text is understandable, well-structured, and technically accurate. 
Minor adjustments to grammar and style are required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The reliability of the method could be improved by a more detailed discussion of the sensitivity of the results to the kriging parameters, including the stationarity assumptions and the choice of variogram.

· Further reflection on the transferability of the approach to other geographical contexts or less dense sensor networks would improve the overall relevance of the work.

· By providing additional details on computational constraints and processing times, the adoption of the method by other researchers would be facilitated.
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