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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I thank the Editor for the opportunity to review this research and the authors for the work done.  
The abstract should be clearer as to the objectives and added value of the research. 
According to the penultimate paragraph of the Introduction section, it seems that the objective of the research is 
focused on: "study reviews the status of the composite and casing research scenario as well as potential barriers 
to the country's mushroom business and local producers' growth into new markets ".  
Terms in which it seems to indicate a bibliometric analysis on the subject in question. It remains to indicate the 
importance of this review, what does the domain under analysis gain from the current study? What is its added 
value? 
Systematic literature reviews must comply with the Prism, which makes it possible to clearly select the most 
relevant publications in the area, explaining how many documents existed at the outset through the use of 
keywords, the elimination of duplicates, the existence of inclusion and exclusion criteria of documents. 
 After obtaining a sample of the main documents to be analyzed, then bibliometric analysis is applied to 
qualitatively or quantitatively analyze the data. Terms in which the title should be changed, as far as being a brief 
revision. It seems to me a more descriptive study on the subject in question. 
It remains to indicate Table 1 in the text of the Casing section. 
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