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Optional/General comments 
 

 

I would recommend a few mentions related to the characteristics of Chrysosporium 

colonies- averse, reverse, micellar appearance, spores 

- some notions would be necessary for the reproduction of the method (personally I would 

be interested in the spread of the genus Chrysosporium in the soil in Romania 

- mention in the bibliography of a reference work / mycology site that refers to the 

morphological characteristics of the identified genera 
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