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	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.


	1. This article is valuable about preliminary work on medicinal properties of Ganoderma lucidum,  and indicating how easy to cultivate under the simple and less cost along with organic substrates like agriculture waste. 
2. Authors trying to given knowledge about morphometrics characteristics of fungi Ganoderma ,
3.  it might be help for initial study of various substrate suitable for biomass production of fungi. 
4. This study indicating the time period and temperature role for production of medicial valuable fungi suitable growth etc. 
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	Title could be revise like ; Effect of various substrate on growth of Ganoderma lucidum
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	 Yes Abstract has be very precision , there is no need to add In order to study the yield potential of Ganoderma lucidum, five locally available substrates such as paddy straw, sugarcane bagasse, maize stalk, saw dust and coir pith were evaluated at Centre of Tropical Mushroom Research and Training (CTMRT), Department of Plant Pathology, College of Agriculture, Odisha University of Agriculture and Technology, Bhubaneswar. Mushroom bags were prepared using processed sterilised substrates, this long sentence as well as , give into shortly. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is not in the systematic ways , as like keywords is insufficient , given less than five , it has to be minimum five. The result portion data presented into the tables is lack of information like table.1 – no. of fruiting bodies indicating in which unit --- 3.3 is what , composition of media PDA not mentioned. 
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	In this manuscript the lack of references in all the section like introduction, methods and results and discussion , given data has not been properly justified. 
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