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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. Importance of the Manuscript for the Scientific Community

This manuscript contributes valuable insights into the use of locally available botanicals as bio-additives in oyster mushroom (Pleurotus ostreatus) cultivation. By demonstrating the potential of botanicals such as Allium chinense, Azadirachta indica, and Allium sativum to reduce crop duration, the study highlights sustainable strategies for increasing efficiency and profitability in mushroom production. Such findings are particularly important for small-scale growers and developing regions, where cost-effective and eco-friendly practices can substantially improve livelihoods. Moreover, the research supports the broader goal of reducing dependence on synthetic supplements by leveraging traditional and natural plant resources.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	2. Suitability of the Title

Current title: Influence of selected botanical extracts in combination with wheat straw on the growth performance of Pleurotus ostreatus
The title is clear but could be slightly refined for precision and broader appeal. Suggested alternatives:

· Effect of Botanical Additives on Growth Performance and Crop Duration of Oyster Mushroom (Pleurotus ostreatus)
· Botanical Bio-Additives Enhance Growth Efficiency of Pleurotus ostreatus on Wheat Straw Substrates
· Accelerating Oyster Mushroom Cultivation Using Botanical Supplements with Wheat Straw

	

	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.


	3. Abstract Review

The abstract is comprehensive, presenting objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions clearly. However:

· It could briefly mention the practical implications for mushroom farmers (e.g., “shortened crop duration translates into multiple harvests per year and higher profitability”).

· The inclusion of statistical outcomes (e.g., CD test significance) is appropriate but could be more concise.

· Consider reducing technical detail on methodology (like replication and trial design) to allow more space for key findings and significance.

Suggestion: Remove some detail on experimental design and add 1–2 sentences on practical benefits and future directions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	4. Scientific Soundness

The study appears scientifically correct. The experimental design (CRD with replications) and statistical analysis are appropriate. The results are consistent, with logical explanations provided in the discussion. However:

· The mechanistic explanations (e.g., organosulfur compounds in Allium spp., neem bioactives) are speculative but well supported by citations.

· A potential limitation is the use of chemical sterilization (formaldehyde, carbendazim), which contradicts the sustainability theme. Addressing this in the discussion would strengthen the scientific integrity.
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	5. References

The references are fairly recent (2016–2024) and sufficient. They cover relevant topics like substrate supplementation, bioactive compounds, and prior botanical studies. Suggestions for improvement:

· Include more global perspectives on oyster mushroom bio-additives to broaden context (currently, many references are region-specific).

· Recent works (2021–2024) are cited, but ensure at least one or two cutting-edge studies from high-impact journals are referenced for added credibility.
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	6. Language/English Quality

The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English. Minor issues:

· Some sentences in the methodology and discussion are overly long and could be broken down for readability.

· Repetition of phrases such as “significant influence” and “growth-promoting” could be reduced by using synonyms.

· Overall, the English is suitable for scholarly communication, but a light professional proofreading would further polish it.
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	7. General/Optional Comments

· Figures: Currently, only one figure (effect graph) is mentioned. Additional visuals (e.g., photos of spawn run, primordia, fruiting) could enhance clarity and reader engagement.

· Practical relevance: Strengthen the conclusion with a sentence highlighting farmer-level benefits and potential application in commercial systems.

· Limitations: Explicitly acknowledge limitations (e.g., concentration optimization, environmental variations, possible negative effects of certain botanicals). This would balance the claims and make the paper more rigorous.

· Future scope: Suggest investigating scalability, long-term yield effects, and nutritional impacts of mushrooms grown with botanical supplements.
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