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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

Minor REVISION comments

This manuscript reviewed the neotropical microdiversity in Mato Grosso, Brazil from
the aspects of history, environment and taxonomy. It has certain reference value for
readers. It seems to be suitable for publications of this journal. However, the English
language of your manuscript must be improved before resubmission. We strongly
recommend that you seek help from colleagues who are proficient or native English
speakers so that readers can clearly understand the objectives and results of the
study. And,

1. The author should restructure the abstract, especially the conclusion section.

2. The author spent a great deal of time introducing the history of mycology, which
should not be the focus of this article. Therefore, please restructure this part.

3. In conclusion part, the authors should talk more about the future research directions
and hotspots of neotropical microdiversity, based on their presentation in the article.

1. We appreciate the reviewer considerations. We believe that the summary is
appropriate to what was proposed. We have made some adjustments for the best
understanding.

2. The importance of the emphasis on the history of mycology in Mato Grosso,
Central Region of Brazil, matches historical reports and make it important because
of the region does not currently present any records that demonstrates these
relevant and important facts in the historical speech of Mato Grosso State. This is
a first report on mycology in the central region of Brazil, and one of the first
documents that emphasizes mycology and highlights the beginnings of this
science, with approaches from the emergence and applicability of mycology. We
find it important to realize this highlight and clearly show the knowledge and culture
of the region within scientific research, emphasizing mycology. In the introduction
itself an initial approach, emphasizes that knowledge about fungal diversity in the
state of Mato Grosso is unknown; In this way, we will be important for these facts.
3. A brief summary was added at the end conclusion referring to the future
direction of mycology in the region, as suggested by the reviewer.

Optional/General comments
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