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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 
 

It is an original paper with preliminary results. 
 
-I hope the trend of new experiments will be extended. 
 

 
-In the present study it was not possible to carry out the experiment in vivo 
due to some limitations in our laboratory. But we are looking for partnerships 
so that we are able to perform both experiments (in vitro and in vivo). It will 
certainly raise the quality of future work. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
-We did minor corrections in the authors manuscript and suggested the addition of a paper 
mentioned in the bibliographical list. 
 

 
- Unfortunately, it was not possible to obtain information on the substrates of 
isolation. The fungi are part of an old collection, which in the beginning did not 
have an adequate record. I contacted the current curator and it was not 
possible to obtain this information. 
 
- All other suggestions given were accepted and modified in the article. 
Thank you so much for the valuable contributions.
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