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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
----------------------- 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The term sp. cannot be in “italics”, correct this biological nomenclature. Only the genus and fungal 
species should be in italics. 
 
It is advisable in this type of study, to make some comments and quotes about the history of fungi in the 
region or even the beginning of manifestations in relation to the study of these organisms. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It would be interesting and I suggest that the authors take a look at the article entitled: Neotropical 
Micodiversity of Mato Grosso, Central Region of Brazil: Ethnomicological Aspects and Systematic 
Research of the Literature. Where the authors carried out a comprehensiveness on ethnomicological 
characteristics of fungi, published in this year 2022. 
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