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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
Yes, Its important 
 
 
The title is suitable 
 
 
The abstracts need to be equipped with background and research methods 
 
Yes, it's appropriate 
 
This manuscript is in accordance with scientific principles 
 
References need to be added.  
1. References are not updated  
2. There are not many of them. There are only 7 refs. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

English quality is good enough 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Introduction : 
a. It is necessary to explain the benefits of this research for society and science 

b. Wat is the problem, so it is necessary to do research on these 3 mushroom varieties? 

2. Methodes 
a. The experimental design has not been explained in the research method  
 
3. Resul and Discussion 
a. Why isn't the data tested using ANOVA? 
b. Why does C. indica contain the highest carbohydrates and protein? but the lowest fat content.. 

c. It is necessary to explain why C. indica has the highest content of phenols, flavonoids, alkaloids 
and tannins compared to other mushrooms. 
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