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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.


	This study assesses seasonal indoor/outdoor aeromycoflora at a rural health center in Baghera, Durg (2022-2023) via settle plate method. 54 taxa indoors, 48 outdoors; anamorphic fungi dominate (>70% indoors, 65% outdoors), led by Cladosporium oxysporum and Aspergillus spp.Peak abundance in rainy/winter seasons, lowest in summer, influenced by humidity/temperature.
Clinically significant fungi (Candida albicans, dermatophytes) pose risks to immunocompromised patients.
ANOVA confirms persistent loads, urging air quality monitoring in tropical facilities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable as it accurately captures the study's focus on seasonal variations, statistical methods (ANOVA), and specific location. However, it feels slightly lengthy and could be more concise to enhance readability and impact in academic journals, while retaining key elements like "aeromycoflora," "seasonal," and "health centre."

Suggested Alternative

     "Seasonal Dynamics and Statistical Patterns of Indoor-Outdoor Aeromycoflora in a Rural Primary Health Centre, Chhattisgarh


	

	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.


	Yes, it is
Minor Suggestions

· Addition: Explicitly mention the statistical outcome (e.g., "ANOVA revealed no significant seasonal differences but confirmed year-round persistence") to strengthen the "statistical analysis" claim in the title.​

· Deletion: Trim redundant phrasing like "represents an important environmental and public health concern" to "poses significant public health risks," saving space while retaining impact


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates solid scientific rigor overall, with appropriate use of the settle plate technique for aeromycoflora sampling, standard identification via microscopy (lactophenol cotton blue), and ANOVA for seasonal comparisons, aligning with established protocols in aeromycology
Minor Concerns

· Some identifications (e.g., Cladophialophora bantiana, rare pathogen) warrant molecular confirmation (ITS sequencing) beyond morphology, as visual traits overlap with common aeromycetes.​

· ANOVA claims "statistically significant differences" but tables suggest non-significance (p>0.05 implied by persistence); clarify exact p-values in results.​

· Candida albicans outdoor dominance (11%) near human activity is plausible but unusual for air; validate via viable counts vs. skin shedding


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are generally sufficient and recent
Suggested Additions

· AlSaleh et al. (2025). "Dynamics of fungal bioaerosols in Kuwait City: An 8-year survey." Science of the Total Environment. (For long-term tropical bioaerosol patterns).​

· Gallego-Cartagena et al. (2025). "Urbanisation and Lockdown Impact on Airborne Fungal Diversity." Environmental Microbiology Reports. (Complements environmental influences).​

· Recent hospital aeromycoflora study: "An Indoor Aeromycological Study of Hospitals in Amravati" (2025). International Journal of Scientific Research in Science and Technology. (Directly parallels Cladosporium dominance).


	

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


	The manuscript's English is functional and comprehensible for scholarly communication, conveying scientific content accurately without major grammatical errors or ambiguities.
Areas for Improvement :
· Standardize terminology (e.g., "anamorphic fungi" vs. varying capitalization) and fix minor typos (e.g., "saisamornaeem" likely "saishamenae").

· Enhance sentence variety to avoid repetition (e.g., multiple "contributed X colonies" phrases) and improve transitions for better readability.​

· Proofread for precision: "PHC, Baghera" needs consistent comma usage; tables require uniform formatting.
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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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