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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 work constit a novel contribution in the mushroom subject, especially in the area under 
study (Bangladesh). It address key issues and of growing interest in the subject, as, for 
example, the role of fungi at the socio-economic level and their potential in human nutrition. 
In addition I consider that the work is well structured and the ideas are clearly stated. That 
is why I believe that the work can be published in the journal. Only I propose two minor 
considerations, set out in the section below. 

 
 
Thanks to the reviewer for evaluating the manuscript properly and 
appreciating our efforts. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
-It seems that the legend of figure 4 is missing 
-It might be interesting to consult the following article for the introduction section: 
Martínez-Ibarra, Emilio; Gómez-Martín, María Belén; Armesto-López, Xosé Anton. Climatic 

and Socioeconomic Aspects of Mushrooms: The Case of Spain. Sustainability 2019, 11(4), 

1030; https://doi.org/10.3390/su11041030  

 
We remake the figure 4 with proper illustration. 
 
Thanks to the reviewer for giving important advice.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


