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PART 1: Review Comments

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

Although this study is recent and more comprehensive, you must be careful
when citing references. In your script, there are many sentences that exactly
match the references. The exact same sentences can increase plagiarism. Better
to rewrite it into your own sentences.

In introduction and discussion section, you have explained a lot about candida
albicans and xylitol but very little about fluconazole. Maybe you can add an
explanation about fluconazole. Why did you choose fluconazole as a comparison
instead of other antifungals such as amphotericin B, nystatin, or others? It can
also be added what are the advantages of xylitol over fluconazole so that the
information from this study can be proposed as a therapy or further research.

Minor REVISION comments

Some hyphenations were inconsistent, like “antifungal” and “anti-fungal”. It is
better to use the same term throughout the article.

Optional/General comments

This study is very valuable. It examined xylitol in various concentrations
compared with not only deionized water as a control but also compared to
standard antifungal treatment - Fluconazole. So that new information on the dose
of xylitol can be obtained.

Material and method is well described.

Data is well presented. Statistical analysis is used correctly, the software is
mentioned.

Conclusion is in accordance with the data.

The references cited is relevant to the study.
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