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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.


	Article provides a strong, timely overview of mycoremediation, successfully highlighting the dual benefits of using fungi. This manuscript highlights the growing importance of using mushrooms to clean up polluted agricultural land in a safe and natural way. By summarizing current knowledge and identifying future opportunities such as genetic improvement and microbial integration, this review supports ongoing efforts toward cleaner environments and more sustainable farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title of the article is clear, relevant, and scientifically appropriate
	

	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 introduces mycoremediation and explains its relevance to cleaning contaminated agricultural land.  Abstract is clear but overly detailed; needs trimming.  It doesn’t clearly say why the review was done and what the main conclusion is. Too many technical names and lists make it heavy to read. Some sentences need smoother grammar and simpler phrasing.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-written, with only small improvements needed for better clarity and detail.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References appear to be adequate in quantity and generally recent.
	

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


	The article's content is scientifically sound and well-researched, covering key concepts, mechanisms, and applications. However, the English quality does not meet the standards required for high-level scholarly communication. Proofreading and professional language editing are strongly recommended before submission.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Positive Comments: 

1. The topic is relevant.

2. The inclusion of several up-to-date citations strengthens the scientific credibility.
3. Well-structured format - follows a logical sequence with clear subheadings, making it easy to follow and academically acceptable.
Areas Needs Improvement: 
1. Some of the scientific names of fungi are correctly italicized.
2. In academic writing, the genus name should still be italicized even when standing alone.
3. Needs language polishing.
4. Some sections lack consistent numbering and formatting.

5. In-text referencing style should follow the target journal’s format uniformly.

6. The abstract is informative but could better highlight research gaps.

7. A few simple figures (eg:  a schematic of the mycoremediation process or a summary diagram of applications) would greatly improve visual appeal and comprehension.
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