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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, corrects the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments Firstly, | appreciate your effort in taking time to review this manuscript. All the

corrections have been taken care of and were also highlighted, except in:
i. Line 79 where we have “and”, which is appropriate for the sentence.
i. Line 89 where we have “PDA”as the name of the media, which was
Corrections were marked in ms written in full in Lines 81 and 82, and
iii. Line 96 where we have ‘ germ tube test’ which is appropriate for the
sentence, because germ tube test is a screening procedure for the
identification of Candida albicans
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