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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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. Content given in this manuscript enhances understanding of modern environmental data management systems, hence its importance for the scientific community 2. The review can inform evidence based selection of tools for smart  remediation strategies. 3. For the scientific community, the manuscript content can support innovation and standardization in environmental science practice.

 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Content of this paper looks like a review and not a research case that relies on primary or secondary data collected by author hence review should be captured in title to read

 “Comparative Evaluation of EQuIS and EIM for Effective Environmental Data Management and Remediation Decision-Making: A 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.


	The abstract should be aligned to address reviewed outcome on efficiency and limitations of the reviewed   data management systems based on existing practical published work on case studies.

Method statement in abstract should capture: Literature synthesis, framework comparison, and evaluation of features, usability, and application case studies.

Key words: too many; not smart; should be revised to a maximum of 5-7 

Example; EQuIS, EIM, environmental data management, remediation decision-making, data quality, environmental monitoring systems.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on approach applied to write the paper, it is correct from section1 to 2. But all what appers in 3.0 and 4.0 makes it incorrect as given content is not aligned to verified and peer-reviewed sources. 

The author should ensure all interpretations and evaluations are grounded in documented evidence rather than subjective opinion to make the manuscript scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No suggestion
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. This is a review paper hence the requirements for writing a review paper should be adhered to.

2. Introduction; sentence 2 that reads “In recent years, the volume of data used within organisations has increased dramatically, playing a critical role in businesses operations (Tallon, et al.,2013) EQuIS (Environmental Quality Information System) is most widely used environmental data management software solution created by Created by EarthSoft, EQuIS is optimized to handle a broad-range of environmental data (EarthSoft Inc.2021). is too long, grammatically incorrect hence requires revision to required standards of scholarly writing. 
- Still in introduction section, Rationale for comparison — why this review is needed (gap in comparative performance studies) and Objectives of the paper not captured.

3. Methodology- a section should be added to outline System Descriptions of EQuIS  using Case examples or industries using it. And EIM  using Example case applications.

4. Results Presented as structured comparison in tables 1 should have additional  column on Comparative Remarks of the two systems.

- Section 3.0 and 4.0 should be revised to reflect critical Interpretion and discussion of results based on case different scale applications in industries or large organizations and  explanation of How the systems contribute to remediation decision-making.

5. Conclusion; paper need to Summarize major findings: strengths and weaknesses of each platform and Suitability recommendations based on project type, scale, and data complexity and Suggest future improvement areas.

- in addition, the first three paragraphs given in conclusion section uses grammar  in sentence construction that is below standards of academic writing, sentences are too long hence need for revision.
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