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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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Yes, the manuscript enough important for scientific community. This article explains about the
vulvovaginal candidiasis (VVC) in pregnant women attending the Garoua Regional Hospital
(Cameroon) and antifungals susceptibility profile of isolates. C. albicans and C. krusei were

involved in VVC in the studied population.The antifungal susceptibility profile confirmed the efficacy

of econazole and miconazole for the treatment.
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Introduction and discussion need more deeply explanation to be better. The method must be
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