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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 suggests important data regarding airborne fungal populaces in busy areas, pointing out possible and provides health hazards linked with fungal spores. It contributes to environmental observation and the oversight of urban air quality. The results advocate for sustainable mitigation approaches, which will provided benefit to researchers, public health officials as well as policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The prevailing title, "Studies on quantitative and qualitative composition of culturable air mycoflora of six different traffic zones of Siliguri, West Bengal," offers valued info, yet it could be more concise and captivating.
	

	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 efficiently shows that the objectives, methodology, main findings, and recommendations.
Refinements:
The phrase “within and fringe of Siliguri Municipality range” could be basic for better flow.
“Exposure of environmental airborne mycoflora and their risk to human respiratory illnesses was discussed in the light of available literature” should be rephrased to explicitly state key risks and literature insights.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well organised systematically and presents the materials, methods, results sections in a logical order. Kindly mention the proper study locations which are precisely specified and include geographic coordinates.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	These are few suggestions:

a. Bensch, K., Groenewald, J. Z., Meijer, M., Dijksterhuis, J., Jurjević, Ž., Andersen, B., & Samson, R. A. (2018). Cladosporium species in indoor environments. Studies in mycology, 89, 177-301.
b. Fröhlich-Nowoisky, J., Kampf, C. J., Weber, B., Huffman, J. A., Pöhlker, C., Andreae, M. O., ... & Pöschl, U. (2016). Bioaerosols in the Earth system: Climate, health, and ecosystem interactions. Atmospheric Research, 182, 346-376.
c. Houbraken, J. A. M. P., & Samson, R. (2011). Phylogeny of Penicillium and the segregation of Trichocomaceae into three families. Studies in mycology, 70(1), 1-51.
	

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


	Though manuscript offers perceptive research on airborne fungus, the English has to be enhanced to meet academic communication standards. 

The main problem and recommended are: 

 Grammar and Formatting
a. Some of the capitalisation errors are present such as (for example, "Aspergillus flavus, (5.56%)" should be changed to "Aspergillus flavus (5.56%)").
For example- "comprised of about 46 species" → "consisting of approximately 46 species" this is missing in this article.
Site formatting errors such as (e.g., "site No2" versus "Site 2")
Word choice and grammar showed be checked once in the manuscript.


	

	Optional/General comments


	See all the above changes that has to be made in the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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