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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 
 

This is an interesting and important study.  However, present draft could not be accepted in current state.  
However, may be reconsidered if the following are revised: 

(1) Need to improve the overall English of whole document; 
(2) ‘Abstract’ section needs to be improved, suggest to highlight more study findings; 
(3) ‘Introduction’ section needs to be improved, content should focus on importance of wild mushroom 

globally and in India, cite relevant studies, include problem statement/gap(s), and rationale to conduct 
study; 

(4) ‘Methodology’ section needs to be improved, to include all relevant processes involved in the 
successful conduct of this study;  

(5) ‘Results’ section needs to be improved, to include more information e.g. origin of wild mushrooms i.e. 
name of forest; trend of wild mushroom available according to geography, month, seasonal; other 
analysis, etc; 

(6) Table 1 is listed for ‘List of variety mushrooms and their description’, but there is no description of 
mushroom.  Therefore, suggest to include description; 

(7) ‘Discussion’ section needs to be improved, submitted content is more of reporting similar studies but 
limited discussion on results and findings.  Therefore, suggest to discuss on findings i.e. the reported 
10 types of wild mushroom, and the ‘Future recommendation’ section should be included and further 
expanded in ‘Discussion’ section; 

(8) To create and include a ‘Conclusion’ section. 
(9) Present results presented in Plate 1-5, does not reflect results and findings.  Suggest to only insert 

photo relevant to study results & findings, and explain all photos scientifically and relate to results. 
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