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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	1. Since the toxicity of dyes is increasing day by day, this work can give some insights into the field of mycoremediation.

2. The assessment of role of dye-degrading enzymes for decolourization of Congo red dye is meaningful to evaluate the efficacy of enzymes.
3. The results of the manuscript might be reproductive for the scientific community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript should be revised as:

“Integrated Enzymatic and Spectroscopic Evaluation of Congo Red Dye Decolorization by White Rot Fungal Isolates: Isotherm, thermodynamic and kinetic 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.


	Abstract should be revised accordingly. I suggest the addition of the parameters on which the experiments produced best results. There is no need to write about the study design, place and duration of study and Methodology. These all are the part of material and method section, therefore, should be given in this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct. However, it requires some changes as in the keywords the author(s) has given both the terms i.e. bioremediation and biosorption. 
1. I think this research is on bioremediation, not on the biosorption. Kindly correct it throughout the manuscript.
2. The title of the Plate 1 should be revised showing the captions of each section of diagram. It is figure not the plate (correct it). Also the title of figure 1 should be placed under the figure ending with full stop (.). 
3. The diagrams should be enlarged for clear view. It is not mandatory to merge all pictures in a single figure. Kindly fraction the diagram where needed (specially in figure 1).

5. For the impactful version of the manuscript, it is necessary to work with different temperature, incubation period (contact time) and initial dye concentrations.
6. Bioremediation is a slow process it can be achieved at duration of days not in hours, because it depends on the microbial growth (Fungal growth in the study). 

7. After working with different parameters the author(s) will able to work with isothermic, thermodynamic and kinetic evaluation for the decolourization of Congo red dye.

8. At different range of parameters the enzymatic activity can alter. So, I recommend conducting the experiment at different range of parameters.

9. Titles of the tables should be mentioned on the table ending with full stop (.).

10.  FTIR evaluation is not explained well. Kindly give a clear explanation with proper citations. 

11. The conclusion and abstract will be revise after the revision of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are correct written in APA style 7th edition. References section will also revise after revision of the manuscript.
	

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


	There is no serious language issue.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires major revisions as I recommended. After making these revisions the manuscript can be accept for the publication. 
	


	PART  2: 



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



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	


Reviewer details:

Amit Kumar, Swami Vivekanand Subharti University, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

