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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 
 

 
The caatinga biome is quite unknown and articles that bring data about its flora and 
the diseases that attack this flora is very important. However, this article could have 
a bigger introduction talking about the importance of the crown-of-friar cactus for 
animal feed in this region. in the material and methods other than microscopy could 
be better explained. How the sheets were made, what kind of treatment was done to 
visualize fungi, etc. 
 
A revision is needed that values the crown's importance in the Caatinga biome. Also, 
the material and methods are more detailed. 
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