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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript describes the nutritional and phytochemical profile of the oyster mushroom. Although plenty of papers describe these in various parts of the world, climatic and cultivation parameters can influence the composition of mushrooms. Thus, the manuscript will add knowledge on the composition of oyster mushrooms. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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, the second sentence in the abstract doesn’t make sense. In the third sentence, there is a misinterpretation about the composition … so on. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It contains multiple flaws, including the composition that should sum up to 100. The body of writing says there were no detectable lipids, but the table contains 8% fat…. And so on  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. The author/s could compare the composition with published papers and discuss the similarities, variations, and potential cause of variation if any are observed any.
	

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


	No, the writing is vastly unorganized, especially in the introduction. The logical flow of the knowledge and concept would improve the quality of the manuscript and would improve the audience acceptability. 
	

	Optional/General comments

There are several points to improve
	1) Please work on English writing and the logical flow of the concepts. 
2) Please be clear with the facts and ideas you are compiling. For example, it (referring to the Mushroom) is a member of the family Boletaceae and order Boletales (Zoberi 1985). 
3) If you bought the spawn and grew your own mushroom for nutrient analysis, explicitly mention it and also mention the growing conditions. If you are buying market-available mushrooms, showing the cultivation scheme in a hanging bag doesn’t make sense. 

4) Please explicitly mention how many samples were analysed.  

5) Rewrite the methodology section, including more details.

6) In the vitamin composition, specify whether the percentage refers to the total extract, the mushroom itself, or another basis.

7) For the HS-GCMS analysis, mention the limit of detection. Since you used an air-dried sample for the analysis, mention the drying condition in the methodology because drying removes the volatiles from the food matrix. 
8) Report the concentration scale not in area %. If don’t have standards to calculate the concentration of the chemicals in HS-GCMS, remove them all.

9) Please phrase in more technical terms.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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