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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.


	This manuscript reflected the understanding fungal diversity from timber industry. Morphological and Molecular techniques enhance the accuracy in fungal identification. The present study concluded that, when trying to extend the usable life of timber, comprehension of fungal decay is the key. Without proper action, they would eventually have to deal with the consequences with the timber preservation issue in the future. Without proper identification and analysis of fungal specimen we does not taking proper action for management of wood decaying fungi from timber industry. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate.
	

	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.


	No, the abstract does not reflect the justification of the study. Please add detail aim of present study w.r.t. result and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but lacking of some points like morphological identification with relate to molecular analysis. Morphological characters and microscopic photographs should be add in the manuscript. Phylogenetic analysis not sufficient. It should be mentioned method which is used for construct the phylogenetic tree. The study lacks rigorous analysis on phylogenetic analysis and insufficient. The discussion is not analyses nor compared results with other similar data published in literature. Please check the grammatical mistakes and space between the sentences. The paper required editorial editing. How you can calculate percentage distribution is lacking.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, past related works are not sufficient especially on the present species in the region or country. There is no research gap nor objectives mentioned in the study.
	

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


	Yes 
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	Please revise the manuscript according to comment for scientific standard.
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