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Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Isthe manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the
review form.
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Yes, the manuscript enough important for scientific community. This article explains about the
epidemiology of Candida species colonizing mucosae of HIV-infected patients in Cameroon. The
colonisation frequency was 17.35%, and 513 yeasts were isolated. Overall, Candida albicans 251
(48.92%) was the most frequently isolated. Non-albicans Candida (NAC) isolates have been
classified into 16 species, including Candida krusei (14.23%), Candida glabrata (9.94%), Candida
parapsilosis (8.18%), and Candida tropicalis (7.99%) as the major ones.

Yes, appropriate enough

Yes, appropriate enough, re-checking is required to be better

Yes, appropriate enough, but re-checking is required to be better

Yes, appropriate enough, but need improvement to be detail

Add up to date references to be better

Introduction and discussion need more deeply explanation to be better. The method must be
detailed again

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

re-checking is to be better

Optional/General comments

Spaces are rechecked and 1 paragraph minimum 3 sentences
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