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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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 No clear description of the current research problem in Raipur and Dhamtari district of the 
Chhattisgarh state on oyster mushroom production. What is problem faced for its 
production 

 No review of past studies on the related issues 

 Need to have clear research framework for the study 

 The methodological part of this study needs to have clear reasonings and justifications 
instead of merely stating it without any justifications 

 The analysis part needs to be interpreted on the meaning of the numbers in each of the 
table presented 

 Need to explain how the results of this study can be used by various stakeholders in 
narrowing the current research gap 
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Mooventhan 2019) etc. Just to list an example. Need to read and check line by line. 
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