Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Annual Research & Review in Biology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARRB_144309

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Assessing the growth performance of paddy straw mushroom (Volvariella volvacea (Bull.) Singer 1951) on locally available agro-waste

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments
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	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.


	The manuscript is important because it examines the potential for the cultivation of the Volvariella Volvacea mushroom on local agricultural waste in tropical and subtropical regions. The authors point out that this is the third most important mushroom in the world, but its cultivation in Africa is limited. The study helps to solve the problem of lack of wild mushroom forms of mycelium and a limited number of studies on growing this species in Africa. The use of local waste, such as banana leaves, straw and sawdust, is of great economic and environmental importance as it can be used in the development of appropriate cultivation technologies for commercial purposes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The name «Assessing The Growth Performance of Paddy Straw Mushroom (Volvariella Volvacea (Bull.) Singer 1951) On Local AVAILABLE AGRO-WASTE» is suitable because it clearly reflects the main purpose of research and use.
	

	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 exhaustive. It contains information about the object of study (Volvariella Volvaacea), used substrates (straw, sawdust, banana leaves), key methods (sterilization, inoculation, statistical analysis of ANOVA), as well as basic results and conclusions. It fully corresponds to the content of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The study uses standard scientific methods for growing mushrooms, preparation of substrates and obtaining a pure culture. Data analysis was performed using a 5% dispersion analysis (ANOVA) using SPSS software. The results are consistent and confirm that sawdust has shown the best biological productivity, but there was no statistically significant difference between substrates.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Links are sufficient and relevant for this type of study
	

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


	The quality of language is suitable for scientific publications. The terminology is used correctly and the text is clear.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a thorough study that confirms that sawdust is the most effective substrate among three tested for growing 

Volvariella Volvacea. The authors also concluded that cultivation on composted substrates can improve productivity that opens up prospects for further research and commercial cultivation.
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