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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. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
Yes, Morphological exploration of lignicolous macrofungi: xylaria is important study for scientific 
comunity 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
Yes, but lacks sufficient data. 
 
 
Yes, but lacks sufficient data, and needs more appropriate work. 
 
 
Since amount of work is limit data and reference is also limited. 
 
Data is incomplete needs more work to be done for publishing the data. 
Species has been identified but it does not provide Herbarium , certificate of identification or 
accession number 
Should have used new and advanced techniques like barcoding protein profiling. 
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