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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Elaborate the meaning of “small quality of fully run spawn/compost”.
The Bano 1971 paper is not in the reference list, but include in the text
Elaborate “ multi-layered (3) spawning”

The statement “All the sets took equal time (16 Days) for substrate
colonization”. Is it from the day of spawning? Confusion.

The days mentioned in the text are it from the day of spawning? Confusion

Elaborate the meaning of “Completely Randomized Design (CRD) was
employed for yield data”

Number of replicates was not given.

Sampling techniques were not indicated.

. Elaborate the meaning of “These were statistically analysed”. What is the
package used.

B

.

.

- B N

Minor REVISION comments

Revisions has to be done as above comments

Optional/General comments

Use the scientific writing skills for elaborations
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