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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 for the scientific community as it provides baseline data on airborne culturable mycoflora in high-traffic zones, an area that is often underexplored in Indian urban environments. By quantifying and identifying fungal genera associated with traffic-related pollution, it contributes to understanding the public health risks of bioaerosols, particularly respiratory ailments. The study also highlights the spatial variation in fungal load across different urban sites, which can guide urban planners and policymakers in designing pollution mitigation strategies. Furthermore, the recommendation of plant-based interventions adds an applied dimension, linking environmental microbiology with sustainable urban management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title “Studies on Quantitative and Qualitative Composition of Culturable Air Mycoflora of Six Different Traffic Zones of Siliguri, West Bengal” is descriptive, but it is a bit long and could be refined for clarity and scholarly impact.
1.  “Quantitative and Qualitative Assessment of Culturable Air Mycoflora in Traffic Zones of Siliguri, West Bengal”
2. “Airborne Mycoflora in Urban Traffic Zones: A Case Study from Siliguri, West Bengal”
	
	

	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 is comprehensive but slightly overloaded with methodological and taxonomic details. I suggest deleting unnecessary technical specifications, shortening the species list, and adding a stronger conclusion about health relevance and future directions to make it more effective for scholarly communication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in its approach and findings, with some minor areas needing clarification.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references in this manuscript are largely sufficient and fairly recent, covering both foundational works (1960s–1990s) and up-to-date studies (2018–2024).
	

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

	The manuscript is written in a style appropriate for scientific publication but should undergo minor language editing to improve readability and polish before final submission.




	

	Optional/General comments

	· The manuscript addresses an important and often overlooked environmental health concern by investigating the diversity and abundance of airborne mycoflora in high-traffic zones. The study provides useful baseline data that can contribute to understanding the relationship between urban air quality, fungal bioaerosols, and potential health risks. The methodology is sound and well-documented, and the results are clearly presented with appropriate discussion.
· However, the manuscript could benefit from minor language refinement to improve clarity and flow. In addition, a more detailed comparison with previous related studies and elaboration on the potential public health implications would strengthen the discussion. Finally, inclusion of graphical representation (e.g., bar charts or diversity indices) could enhance data visualization for readers.
· Overall, the paper has scientific merit and would make a valuable contribution to the literature after minor revisions.




	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No, there are no ethical issues apparent in this manuscript.
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