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PART1:ReviewComments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correctthemanuscriptandhighlightthat partinthe 
manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/
herfeedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 

(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 
 

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(If notpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
3. Isthe abstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 

 
5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

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

of additional references, please mention in thereviewform. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free 
toprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
 

1. Themanuscripthasscientificrelevance,at 
anepidemiologicallevelitprovidescurrentcausesofclinicalrelevance. 

 

 
2. Suggestedtitle:Clinicalandmicrobiologicalprofileofesophagealcandidiasisinatertia

rycarecenter: observationalstudy 

 
3. Yes,itiscomplete 

 
4. Thestructureandsequenceareappropriate 

 
5. It does not comply with due scientific rigor, the use of informed consent 

frompatients has not been indicated, nor the acceptance of any ethics committee 
orreviewerfromtherelevantinstitutions,noristheissueofconfidentiality 
ofpatientdatamentioned. 

 
6. Thereferencesareinsufficientandareold,mostofthemmorethan 

20yearsold,therearecurrent references. 
 
 

For the approval of the article, it is suggested to improve the writing of 
themethodology,inadditiontoincludingthecriteriaofscientificrigor:confidentialityan
d informed consent in addition to the approval of the ethics committee of 
theinstitution where it was carried out or of the institution that approved the 
project.The bibliography must be updated in its entirety, so the discussion would 
alsochange. 
 
 
 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarlycommunicatio

ns? 

 
 

Thewritingofthemethodologymustbeimproved. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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