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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.


	The article addresses an issue of global significance in the connection of soil pollution, toxicology and One Health. Its interdisciplinary approach comes in handy to environment science and agricultural researchers. The review is the compilation that includes a great deal of literature and identifies the most important gaps in remediation. On the whole, the issue is topical, yet the originality should be enhanced.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is correct and it indicates the content of the manuscript. But it is quite lengthy and may be shortened. Suggested shorter option:

Heavy Metals and Pesticides in Soils: Toxicity, remediation and One Health Perspectives.
	

	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.


	Methods, results, and implications are represented in the abstract, which is complete. It is somewhat excessive and must eliminate colloquial language and unnecessary elaboration. It is suggested to be brief and better structured.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific material is also quite precise and has supporting references. Certain parts are redundant and some of the assertions require more justification. There should be an enhanced methodological transparency (PRISMA steps).
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	The list of references is too long and they are recent and numerous. There are duplicated and peripheral citations. A more specific and less messy list of references is required.
	

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


	The language is mostly clear and sometimes informal with long sentences and few grammatical mistakes. Academic tone should be enhanced with the help of a professional language edit.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None of the ethical issues found. Since the scope of the article is a review, ethics approval of humans/animals is not needed.
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