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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: The part should be more precise. Suppose, which type of mushroom shows better result based on 
the experiment. No specific comment is seen in the part. 
Introduction: Last portion of introduction should be rewritten from the view point of title of the paper. 
Experiments: 
Determination procedure of every element should be written clearly with appropriate references. A table may be 
added for that purpose. Appropriate equipment’s name and their model, and country should be mentioned. 
Results and discussion: 
More explanation is required in discussion part regarding the experiments. Only comparison is found in this part 
compare to other references. Reasons of such result should be explained properly. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It is better to show the image of mushrooms that are used in these experiments. 
Also mention the similarities or differences found among the used mushrooms. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Check the sentences for grammatical mistakes carefully. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Mahabub Hasan  
Department, University & Country National Institute of Textile Engineering and Research, University of Dhaka, Bangladesh 
 


