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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.


	This current paper examines the physicochemical properties and antifungal properties of the essential oils derived out of Citrus sinensis peels and Citrus aurantifolia peels. The paper is part of the glorification of citrus waste, as it examines the possibility of using it in the production of biologically active compounds with antifungal effects. These studies can help in ensuring sustainable use of agro-industrial by-products and the creation of natural substitute of synthetic antifungal agents. The results can give helpful background of the working in food preservation, pharmaceutical use and natural product chemistry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes


	

	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 provides a summary of the objective and key findings of the study, though there are certain areas that need to be improved. The method of extraction of essential oil should be stated clearly by the authors and concisely refer to the fungal strains used. Moreover, the statistical manipulation of the results and the amount of experimental replications are to be indicated. The abstract would also be enhanced by a short paragraph pointing out how the findings can be used.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is overall scientifically valid and gives the pertinent experimental methods and data on the antifungal activity and physicochemical parameters of citrus essential oils. Nevertheless, there are a few points which have to be considered before publication. Certain methodological descriptions can be improved through clarification especially the extraction method and statistical analysis. There were also minor discrepancies in the presentation of numerical data and numerical sections. Also, a better explanation of the mechanisms that contribute to the antifungal effect of citrus essential oils could be presented in the discussion section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references used in the manuscript is sufficient, and most of them are recent and apply to the topic. Nevertheless, the authors are supposed to be consistent in terms of references formatting, and make sure that all references used are in line with the journal guidelines. Including other recent research on citrus essential oil composition studies and antifungal mechanism studies published in the past 3-5 years would also have been an advantage.
	

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


	The English language is mostly readable but various mistakes of grammar and style gaps are evident all through the manuscript. Some of the sentences are very long and need to be restructured to enhance clarity. Thus, a thorough editing of language in the manuscript would be useful to increase its readability and scientific presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The scientific names of plant species and fungal strains are to be written in italics all through the manuscript.

The numbering of the section of Materials and Methods should be changed to fit in.

Unit and symbols had to be formatted according to the standard scientific format (such as µL mL -1).

Table captions and titles are to be changed in accordance with the standard formatting of journals.

It might be possible to expand the discussion section and compare the results obtained with other studies conducted in other geographical areas.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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