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ABSTRACT

The classification and nomenclature of mineral species is regulated by the Commission on New
Minerals, Nomenclature and Classification of the International Mineralogical Association (IMA-
CNMNC). This mineral species classification is necessary for Earth Sciences, as minerals constitute
most planetary and interstellar materials. Hazen (2019) has proposed a classification of minerals and
other Earth and planetary materials according to “natural clustering.” Although this classification is
complementary to the IMA-CNMNC mineral classification and is described as such, there are some
unjustified criticisms and factual errors in the comparison of the two schemes. It is the intent of the
present comment to (1) clarify the use of classification schemes for Earth and planetary materials, and
(2) counter erroneous criticisms or statements about the current IMA-CNMNC system of approving
proposals for new mineral species and classifications.
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