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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	Your overview on “Ganoderma Farming: A Pathway to Profit and Wellness” is thorough, informative, and well-structured. To enhance its clarity and make it publication-ready, here are a few suggestions along with a continuation for the last section that appears to have been cut off:

Suggested Edits for Polish & Flow:

1. Title Suggestion (optional):

Ganoderma Farming in India: A Sustainable Pathway to Profitability and Public Health
This makes it a bit more location-specific and emphasizes both economy and wellness.

2. Abstract Enhancements:

You might consider breaking the abstract into 2–3 short paragraphs for better readability.

Add a sentence on the specific cultivation methods or areas where it's gaining popularity in India.

3. Tables:

Make sure all tables are formatted uniformly and properly cited. If you're preparing for a journal, they should be referred to in the body (e.g., "As shown in Table 2..."


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Ganoderma Farming: A Pathway to Profit and Wellness – An Overview”
is quite good—it's informative and catchy, especially for general or semi-academic audiences. However, if you're aiming for a more formal or research-focused tone (e.g., for a journal article or scientific presentation), a slightly revised title could improve clarity, precision, and appeal.
	

	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.


	abstract’s comprehensiveness, clarity, and flow, along with specific suggestions for improvement.

Strengths of the Abstract:

· Introduces Ganoderma lucidum and highlights its dual importance: medicinal value and income generation.

· Covers its scientific classification, historical background, and cultivation aspects.

· Points out challenges in marketing and scientific support.

· Touches upon government support and awareness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To determine whether the manuscript is scientifically correct, I’ve evaluated its key aspects based on the abstract and general context of Ganoderma lucidum cultivation and use. Here's a detailed assessment:

Scientifically Correct Aspects:

1. Taxonomy and Medicinal Value:

The classification of Ganoderma lucidum and its medicinal importance, especially in traditional medicine (Chinese and Ayurvedic), is accurate.

Claims about its bioactive compounds (like polysaccharides, triterpenoids, etc.) and therapeutic effects (e.g., immune boosting, anticancer) are well-supported by existing literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To determine whether the references are sufficient and recent, we need to assess:
	

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


	Based on the content of the abstract and its overall structure, the language quality is mostly understandable but requires revision for clarity, grammar, and academic tone to be suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a broad overview of Ganoderma lucidum, emphasizing its medicinal importance, nutritional value, and commercial cultivation potential. The topic is relevant and interesting, especially in the context of increasing global and Indian interest in nutraceuticals and medicinal mushrooms. However, the manuscript requires substantial revision before it can be considered for publication.

· The title could be more focused and refined for clarity and scientific appeal.

· The abstract lacks a concise summary of key findings and significance, and it needs better structure and clarity.

· The content is largely descriptive and would benefit from more critical analysis and scientific depth, especially regarding mechanisms of action, bioactive compounds, and recent research.

· The language and grammar need significant improvement to meet scholarly standards.

· References are not sufficient or recent in several parts; the inclusion of more up-to-date studies from peer-reviewed journals is recommended.

Overall, the manuscript has potential, but it requires major revisions in terms of scientific content, structure, English language quality, and reference updating to be suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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