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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript is important because it brings together different pieces of the pesticide problem into one clear, connected picture, showing how contamination moves from soil to water and eventually into food. By combining environmental processes with microbial biodegradation and transformation products, it helps researchers better understand what really happens to pesticides after they are applied. It also draws attention to practical challenges and knowledge gaps, encouraging more realistic and sustainable approaches to managing pesticide risks.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable, but I think it can be improved. I think risks should be integrated to rend mole exhaustive this review. 

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, but some improvements are needed. Some ideas are repeated. 

. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound. However, it requires clarification, and corrections. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally relevant and cover foundational studies. However, there are relatively few citations from the last 5 years. 

	

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


	No, the language quality is not yet suitable for scholarly communications. It requires substantial editing by native speaker.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I found this this paper very interesting because it addresses an important topic. The scientific concepts presented are generally sound and supported by relevant references. However, the manuscript would benefit from improved language, reduction of repetitive content. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I don’t think. 
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