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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript presents a review of the diversity of Ganoderma species, their bioactive compounds, and their potential industrial applications. The topic is relevant and timely, considering the growing interest in medicinal mushrooms and their applications in pharmacology, nutraceuticals, and biotechnology. A review that compiles information on taxonomy, chemical constituents, biological activities, and industrial potential can be useful for researchers and students working in related fields. The manuscript provides a broad overview of these aspects, although several sections would benefit from clearer presentation and more critical discussion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is. The title generally reflects the main scope of the manuscript and is appropriate
	

	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.


	The abstract provides a general overview of the manuscript and includes the main topics discussed in the review. However, it is somewhat long and descriptive. The authors may consider shortening the abstract and focusing more on the key objectives and conclusions of the review. It may also be helpful to briefly mention current research challenges or limitations related to Ganoderma studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a broad overview of Ganoderma and its biological and industrial importance. In general, the information provided is consistent with the existing literature. However, some sections are mostly descriptive and would benefit from a more critical discussion. In particular, the pharmacological activities should be discussed more carefully, since many studies are still based on laboratory or animal experiments. The authors should also avoid generalizing findings from Ganoderma lucidum to the entire genus unless this is clearly supported by the cited references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a reasonable number of references and several recent publications have been cited. Nevertheless, the authors should carefully check the reference list for accuracy and consistency. It would also be useful to include more primary research articles, particularly in sections discussing taxonomy and biological activities.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English language needs improvement. There are several grammatical issues and awkward sentences throughout the text. A thorough language revision is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an interesting topic and provides useful background information on Ganoderma species and their potential applications. However, the manuscript would benefit from clearer organization and more concise writing in several sections. The inclusion of summary tables (for example, listing major bioactive compounds and their biological activities) may also help improve the clarity of the review.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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