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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.


	A useful and current summary of the environmental effects of coal mining on soil health is given in this book.  It combines realistic restoration techniques with the physical, chemical, and biological aspects of soil deterioration.  Given the continued growth of mining in developing nations and the worldwide movement toward sustainable resource management, the topic is extremely important.  The publication advances reclamation research and environmental policy by aggregating findings from Indian and foreign case studies, hence assisting readers in comprehending the intricacy of soil recovery in post-mining environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the paper's scope and content are appropriately reflected in the title.  It makes it abundantly evident that the paper is a thorough analysis with an emphasis on soil health and coal mining.  A slightly more sophisticated option might be
	

	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 goal, main conclusions, and ramifications of the study are succinctly outlined in the abstract.  It might be enhanced, though, by including one or two quantitative highlights (such as increases in bulk density or a decrease in organic carbon) and a brief reference to the review methodology (for instance, "based on an analysis of over 60 studies published between 2000 and 2023").  In general, it is understandable and instructive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is technically sound and has a solid scientific foundation.  It offers a thorough and organized discussion backed up by reliable sources.  The data from earlier research has been interpreted logically, and the restoration suggestions align with recognized environmental management techniques.  The conclusions are more credible and applicable when regional and global viewpoints are included.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	With numerous recent articles (up to 2023), the references are sufficient and pertinent.  The review is strengthened even further by the inclusion of reliable sources like Ministry of Coal reports, FAO, and CPCB reports.  To keep it completely current, future changes could include a few more recent references (2024 publications on sustainable mining or microbial restoration).
	

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


	Although a slight copy-edit is advised to fix a few small grammar errors and spacing problems, the language is straightforward and professional.  Technical words are employed suitably for a scholarly readership, and the ideas flow logically.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This work is thorough, well-structured, and information rich.  Readability would be further improved with figures or tables that summarize changes in soil properties, heavy-metal concentrations, and reclamation methods.  Although the policy and CSR parts are informative, they may be strengthened by adding quantifiable metrics (such as soil-carbon improvements or hectares reclaimed).  Overall, with a few minor edits, the work is ready for publishing.
The paper is meticulously written and thoroughly researched.  It makes a substantial contribution to soil and environmental sciences.  Before publication, only modest adjustments are required, primarily in the form of stylistic polishing, data tabulation, and a slight extension of quantitative features.
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