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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 
 

Is the antigen specific of aspergillus? What about Candida? Please, clarify 
Table 1: What is the meaning of the second number in brackets in the bacterial and fungal 
species rows at Table 1? 
Define groups at figure 1 
Define the meaning of double figures in brackets at Table 5  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: Galactomannan (GM) abbreviation is defined. Abbreviations for others, such as 
PPV and NPV, are needed  
Final sentence at Results (in the abstract) (100% versus 80%), Versus to what? 
Check word separation at Tables 2, 3 and 4 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This is an interesting study with biomedical applications in the diagnosis at the Hospital 
Check English. 
Avoid very long sentences difficult to follow, such as the final paragraph in the introduction 
and other in patients and methods. Use punctuation instead of brackets.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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