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	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 study provides a well-executed and practically relevant analysis of anti-nutritional factor (ANF) reduction in Pleurotus ostreatus (oyster mushroom) using various food-grade pretreatments. Given the increasing interest in functional foods and mushroom-based nutraceuticals, optimizing dehydration and processing methods is of great significance. The findings offer valuable insight into the role of potassium metabisulfite (KMS), citric acid, and vinegar in improving nutritional quality and safety of mushroom powder. This work is particularly beneficial for food technologists and the mushroom processing industry aiming to improve post-harvest quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. The title accurately reflects the scope and methodology 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 is detailed and communicates the objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusion effectively.
Minor suggestion: Add a sentence to clearly define the implication of these results for practical mushroom processing or commercial food development.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is methodologically rigorous, using well-established protocols for phytochemical estimation and statistical analysis. The experimental design (triplicates, multiple pretreatment types and concentrations, drying temperatures) is robust, and the interpretation of results is clear and justified by statistical significance.
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	Yes. The references include a balanced mix of foundational and current literature (up to 2023).
Optional suggestion: A few more references on global KMS use in mushroom preservation or ANF degradation could strengthen the broader relevance.
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	Yes. The manuscript is generally well-written, but there are a few areas that would benefit from minor grammatical editing to improve clarity and flow (e.g., sentence structure, punctuation, article usage).
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