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	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.


	This manuscript adds to the expanding research on the valorization of agricultural by-products, specifically citrus peels, which are frequently underutilized and contribute to environmental waste. By assessing both the physicochemical properties and antifungal efficacy of essential oils derived from Citrus sinensis and Citrus aurantifolia, the study offers valuable insights into their potential uses in food preservation, agriculture, and natural antifungal formulations. This research is especially pertinent for areas with significant citrus production, where waste management and the utilization of value-added products are critical issues. In summary, the results advocate for the creation of natural bioactive products sourced from plant materials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the main focus of the study.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study's objectives, methodologies, key findings, and conclusions. However, it could be enhanced by briefly mentioning the fungal strains that were tested and the extraction method employed. Furthermore, including the principal physicochemical results would render the abstract more informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically valid and adheres to a coherent structure with a clear methodology, results, and discussion. The experimental methods for extraction, physicochemical analysis, and antifungal evaluation are adequately detailed. However, certain sections could benefit from clearer explanations and consistency in data presentation, particularly regarding the discussion of physicochemical results and comparisons with established standards. Minor clarifications of specific interpretations would also be advantageous.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are mostly pertinent and encompass several recent studies. They sufficiently support the background and discussion surrounding the research topic.
	

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


	The language used is generally comprehensible; however, the manuscript would greatly benefit from thorough proofreading and editing to address grammar, sentence structure, and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study tackles a significant issue concerning natural antifungal agents and the valorization of citrus waste. The methodology employed is generally suitable, and the results are clearly displayed in tables. However, minor revision is needed.
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