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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.


	Its important Because it gives an integrated perspective that links monitoring, remediation technologies, and long-term management within a single decision-making framework, this publication is significant for the scientific community. It helps close the gap between laboratory innovation and field-scale application by combining developments in bioavailability-based monitoring, treatment-train remediation design, and sustainability-oriented governance. The assessment also discusses new contaminants such microplastics and PFAS, emphasising the need for long-term stewardship and adaptive outcomes rather than just short-term concentration reduction. As a result, the article offers researchers, practitioners, and policymakers a logical conceptual framework for creating interventions for soil contamination that are risk-proportionate, scientifically justified, and long-lasting.


	Noted 

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It accurately conveys the paper's three main pillars monitoring, remediation, and management and indicates that it is a comprehensive summary.


	Ok

	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.


	Although the abstract is thorough and appropriate for publishing, it would be enhanced by:
*A more precise declaration of novelty,
*a little tightening of the technology listing,
*a more powerful impact statement at the end.


	Revised

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The information is conceptually correct, scientifically sound, and in line with what is currently known about contaminated land management and soil contamination research. The discussion of monitoring technologies (pXRF, DGT, remote sensing), remediation strategies (immobilisation vs. mobilisation, ISCO, biochar), contaminant behaviour (sorption, ageing, bioavailability), and sustainability frameworks is in line with both current practice and established literature.

Crucially, there are no glaring scientific inconsistencies, exaggerations, or unsubstantiated assertions in the manuscript. In order to increase scientific credibility, claims are typically cautiously phrased and referenced (e.g., recognising uncertainties in immobilisation stability and passive sample interpretation).

Although the manuscript is scientifically valid, its contribution is conceptual rather than experimental because it is mostly synthesising and integrative rather than offering fresh empirical facts. To further strengthen scientific robustness, methodological rigour in the literature selection should be clarified and comparative analysis strengthened.
Overall, there are no significant scientific errors in the manuscript, and it is internally coherent, scientifically correct, and in line with modern environmental science standards.


	Noted and effected 

Revision amended 

Corrected 

Revised 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are suitable for publication overall.
*Heavy metal remediation is well covered (Liu et al., 2018; Bolan et al., 2014).
*PFAS cleanup should be included (Bolan et al., 2021; Navarro et al., 2023).
*Reviews of microplastics are included (2021, 2025).
*Good coverage of strategies for sustainable remediation
*Discussion of the ISCO rebound (Wei et al., 2022)
*Current documents through 2025–2026, which bolsters currency

For improvement you can add a number of recent papers (2024–2026) included, the references are generally adequate, pertinent, and current. The book has a thorough understanding of current research on remediation techniques, monitoring technology, and sustainable land management frameworks. Overall, the reference base is suitable and scientifically sound, although little improvements pertaining to climate resilience, nature-based remediation, and advanced data analytics could further improve completeness.


	Noted 

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


	The manuscript is written in academic English that is clear and polished. The points are made rationally and cogently, and the vocabulary is adequate for the field. The language quality is appropriate for scholarly publication overall, with the exception of a few minor stylistic adjustments and sporadic sentence reduction that would improve readability.


	Correction made

	Optional/General comments


	An organised and philosophically sound review of integrated monitoring, remediation, and management techniques for soil pollution is presented in this publication. Given the increased complexity of managing contaminated land, the advent of persistent contaminants like PFAS and microplastics, and the increasing focus on sustainability and risk-based decision-making, the topic is both contemporary and extremely important. The multidisciplinary significance of the article is strengthened by its excellent integration of technical remediation approaches with governance, uncertainty management, and long-term stewardship considerations.

The review is written in clear academic English, has a solid scientific foundation, and is backed up by current and pertinent literature. Instead of considering monitoring, remediation, and management as separate stages, it emphasises integration throughout the project lifecycle, which is its greatest contribution. A unifying conceptual framework figure and a more explicit comparative synthesis of technologies and decision tools could be added by the authors to further increase impact. Overall, the work contributes significantly to the area and would be appropriate for publication with small to moderate changes meant to improve synthesis and visualisation.


	Noted and effected 

Revision made accordingly
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There don't seem to be any moral issues.

The manuscript does not include original experimental data that would need ethical approval, and it properly cites published sources. No evidence of improper claims, data manipulation, or abuse of already published content is found.

Academic integrity is supported by the transparent description of the literature selection procedure and the correct attribution of sources. There are no obvious ethical red flags based on content evaluation, but as with any review, final confirmation of originality and lack of plagiarism would depend on normal journal screening (e.g., similarity check).
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