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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript combines morphological and phylogenetic approaches and provides an excellent description of a new species of Russula from India. The spore images are very clear, and the comparison with closely related species is also quite thorough.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too broad using "Russulaceae"; it would be better to use "Russula (Russulaceae, Russulales) "：Russula rajmahalensis: A new species of Russula (Russulaceae, Russulales) from Jharkhand State, India
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is too simplistic; it could be enhanced by adding information such as the collection site, host, and the main characteristics of this new species.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. However, it is essential to include spore measurement data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I have already added the reference in the manuscript using the track changes mode.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The grammar still needs improvement and refinement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The sequences you used to construct the phylogenetic tree should be compiled into a table.
It is not sufficient to use only one method for tree construction. I recommend adding a Bayesian tree analysis and including support values.

The diagnosis is too simplistic; it should be differentiated both macroscopically and microscopically.
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