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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	I personally liked this manuscript very much because it is based on real experimental research and not just theory. The work focuses on reusing agricultural wastes effectively by using them as substrates for mushroom cultivation, which directly supports the circular economy. By working with a native species of mushroom, the study also adds to sustainability. This makes it important for the scientific community, especially in fields like sustainable agriculture, food security, and waste management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is mostly suitable as it represents the actual content of the study. It could be slightly modified as “Assessing the growth performance of paddy straw mushroom (Volvariella volvacea (Bull.) Singer 1951) on locally available agro-wastes”
	

	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 fairly clear, but can be improved. At present, it is very descriptive and wordy, giving the broad idea of the work, but it misses a few essential points. I suggest the authors add:

· A clear objective statement at the beginning, focusing on what their goals are.

· Short details about the methodology (reduce the description of the detailed process), elaborate only on important steps, like how the spawn rates were tested.

· A line highlighting the main findings (best yield, best substrate).

· A brief concluding remark on the significance of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct overall and presents actual data from the experiments carried out. However, there are a few issues:

· In some parts, the data mentioned in the abstract is not appropriately presented in any tables.

· The definition of “spawn rate” is not clearly given, which may confuse some readers.

· An economic analysis was claimed but not included in detail, and it would be good to see that aspect if presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not properly provided in the recommended APA format, and this should be corrected carefully. Also, most of the references are a bit old, so the inclusion of some recent studies (within the last 5 years) would make the paper stronger. For example, adding a reference like:

· Zeng, X., Li, J., Lyu, X., Chen, T., Chen, J., Chen, X., & Guo, S. (2023). Utilization of functional agro-waste residues for oyster mushroom production: Nutritions and active ingredients in healthcare. Frontiers in Plant Science, 13, 1085022. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.1085022
· Akter, M., Halawani, R. F., Aloufi, F. A., Taleb, M. A., Akter, S., & Mahmood, S. (2021). Utilization of Agro-Industrial Wastes for the Production of Quality Oyster Mushrooms. Sustainability, 14(2), 994. https://doi.org/10.3390/su14020994 

Some of the following recent works on mushrooms are also recommended to be cited and referenced.

1. Vellingiri, A., Govindarajan, J., Ayyandurai, S., & Rashwin, A. (2024). Molecular gastronomy of mushrooms. In Mushroom: The fascinating fungi (pp. 290–297). Emerald Publishing House. ISBN: 978-93-95345-88-0

2. Rashwin, A., & Kavitha, B. (2024). Genome editing in mushrooms: Manipulating mushroom DNA for agricultural advancement. In Mushroom: The fascinating fungi (pp. 265–275). Emerald Publishing House. ISBN: 978-93-95345-88-0

3. Rashwin, A., Vijayan, D., & Panigrahi, C. (2024). Greenhouses and mushroom farms: Understanding and managing pests in protected cultivation. In Precision farming and protected cultivation in digital era (pp. 238–258). Royal Book Publishing. ISBN: 978-81-19821-68-6
	

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


	The English used in the article is understandable, but it is not yet suitable for scholarly communication without revision. There are issues with grammar, formatting, and scientific writing style. For example, species names should be italicized everywhere, percentages should be written consistently (either “%” or “percent”), and figure/table captions should follow standard style throughout the entire length of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add information about the experimental location and describe the specific climate prevalent during the period of study.

· Mention the variety of paddy/wheat straw used for the study.

· Include the analysed data in tabular format for easier understanding, and references according to APA guidelines (7th Edition).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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