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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Investigating microbial contaminants in mushroom cultivation is important from both mushroom production and food safety perspectives. Thus, this research work examines the microbial contaminants in oyster spawn and substrate. This research definitely adds to our understanding of the ecological aspect of mushroom cultivation.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is great
	

	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, it needs improvement in English composition. Additionally, the author mentioned a 50% rice bran and 50% sawdust formulation that showed no contamination and the best yield, which may lead readers to infer that this treatment combination will be the best for avoiding contamination, but this can’t be concluded from this research. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Needs some improvement
	

	Optional/General comments


	Improvement in English:
Some of the sentences are not clear, for example: Contamination at any stage of the cultivation process poses a significant challenge to productivity and yield. Writing the type of contamination would make this sentence clear. Further, there are multiple spelling mistakes in the manuscript, and I also suggest that the authors work on sentence coherence. 

The area could be improved.
Adding microscopic images of the identified microbes or other microbial identification techniques, such as ELISA and PCR, would enhance the manuscript's value.  

Result section and Data reporting
Instead of 0 or 0 x 106 CFU/g of the microbial population, write < limit of detection. Additionally, the percentage has been calculated based on the positive samples, which may be misinterpreted. Write the percentage among the total samples examined.

Discussion lacking
Instead of discussing the results, the manuscript elaborated on the results observed. Adding, how and why the association of such organisms in the mushroom cultivation can be harmful? Discussion on the sources of such contaminations and ways to minimize them would be beneficial here. Here, the author also needs to discuss why 50% sawdust and 50% rice bran formulation washes free of such contamination. Does the same sterilization technique work better in this formulation, or was the growth of mushrooms better on this, possibly outcompeting the contaminating organisms? Rewriting the results and discussion sections is necessary.
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