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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

REFERENCES at the end of the paper are not to the style of the journal. The
references are NOT in Harvard style. All REFERENCES at end of the paper are to be
numbered in the sequence they are presented in the text (see web page for journal).

REFERENCES in the text should be numbered in order of presentation and in
brackets (i.e. [3]).

Shouldn’t title be “..species..... :

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

This is a useful minireview that reports some very important features of various CANDIDA
species that are clinically very important.

The information is clinically important.

Authors should correct references in the text and at end of manuscript, then publish.
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