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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 provides a comprehensive overview of Calocybe indica (milky mushroom), highlighting its nutritional, medicinal, and economic significance. By integrating information on nutritive composition, therapeutic potential, cultivation technology, and current production constraints, the study offers a valuable resource for researchers, extension workers, and stakeholders in mushroom science. The discussion of cultivation challenges within the current scenario is particularly relevant for improving productivity and sustainability in tropical and subtropical regions. Overall, this work contributes to the advancement of applied mycology and supports efforts toward food security, health promotion, and agricultural diversification.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the scope and content of the article. It effectively conveys the key aspects of Calocybe indica, including its importance, nutritional and medicinal value, cultivation technology, and current constraints.
	

	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.


	However, the abstract could be further strengthened by explicitly highlighting the key gaps or challenges in current cultivation practices and briefly indicating the future prospects or practical implications of the reviewed information. If space permits, a concise mention of the methodological approach (e.g., whether the article is a review of recent literature or includes field-based observations) would enhance clarity. No major deletions are necessary, but minor refinement to improve focus and coherence would increase its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and correct. The information presented is consistent with established knowledge in mushroom biology and cultivation, and the interpretations are supported by relevant literature. The discussion of nutritional, medicinal, and cultivation aspects of Calocybe indica is accurate and appropriately referenced. Overall, the manuscript maintains scientific rigor and presents its content in a clear and reliable manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic, covering key aspects of the nutritional value, medicinal properties, and cultivation of Calocybe indica. Most of the cited literature appropriately supports the discussion and provides a solid scientific background. However, the reference list could be further strengthened by including more recent studies, particularly those published within the last 5–7 years, focusing on advances in cultivation technology, bioactive compounds, and health-related applications of milky mushroom. Incorporating recent review articles and region-specific studies from tropical and subtropical areas would enhance the manuscript’s timeliness and scientific depth.


	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The content is understandable, and the scientific ideas are clearly conveyed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No have 
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No have 
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No have 
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	8.9


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Ali Saad Albudairi 

	Department of Reviewer
	Department of  Science 

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Wasit University 

	Country of Reviewer
	Iraq 

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Professor

	Email ID of Reviewer
	alisaad@uowasit.edu.iq

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Immunology , medical mycology , medical microbiology , and clinical immunology 


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

