Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Microbiology Research Journal International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_MRJI_134538

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Comparative Phytochemical Profiling and Antimicrobial Efficacy of Ganoderma and Shiitake Mushrooms: A Microbiological Perspective

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Suggestions

1. Consistency in Terminology:

Use either Ganoderma lucidum and Lentinula edodes consistently or Ganoderma and Shiitake. Switching between scientific and common names intermittently can confuse readers.

2. Grammar and Phrasing:

Minor grammatical issues and wordy expressions appear throughout the document. For instance:

“suggesting it contains potent bioactive compounds” → “indicating the presence of potent bioactive compounds”.

“aiming to preserve and maximize the yield” → “to preserve and maximize yield” (avoid unnecessary gerunds).

3. Formatting Consistency:

Section titles should consistently follow one style (e.g., bold + numbered, or italicized headers).

Uniform line spacing and paragraph alignment will improve readability.

4. Figure and Table Captions:

Add clear captions and figure numbers (e.g., “Figure 1. Phytochemical content of mushroom extracts”) and refer to them within the text.

Ensure all tables have titles and indicate units where applicable.

5. Statistical Reporting:

Mention the actual p-values where relevant, especially when indicating significant differences (e.g., instead of just p < 0.05).

6. Reference Formatting:

Check for consistency in reference citation formatting, especially punctuation and author order (e.g., use “&” or “and” consistently between co-authors).

A few references (e.g., “Wasser, S. J. A. M. B.”) have inconsistent or possibly incorrect author formatting

Specific Edits to Consider

Abstract:

Consider shortening for better impact and flow. Prioritize the most critical findings.

Introduction:

Sentence: “Recent progress in phytochemical and microbiological studies has further substantiated their efficacy…” can be rephrased for clarity.

Suggested: “Recent advancements in phytochemical and microbiological research have further validated their efficacy…”

Materials and Methods:

Use subheadings consistently. E.g., in 3.3.1 Qualitative Phytochemical Analysis, align bullet descriptions better (some have test names in parentheses, others do not).

Include controls used in antimicrobial testing for comparison clarity.

Results and Discussion:

Clearly separate “Results” and “Discussion” into distinct sections or subsections for better structure.

Enhance interpretation of MIC and MBC values. Discuss what these values mean in practical/clinical terms.

Conclusion:

Strong summary, but you might emphasize the significance of the findings in real-world applications (pharmaceutical, nutraceutical) a bit more.

Figures: 

Figures are mentioned (e.g., Fig. 1–4), but actual visual graphs/images were not present. Ensure these are included in the final version.
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