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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

- In the introduction you stated that you will test the efficacy of 5
systemic and Topical antifungal agents, beclometasone is not an antifungal
agentitis a glucocorticoid that is used in combination with antifungal drugs
as an anti-inflammatory drug to relieve the symptoms of a flare-up by
reducing inflammation, itching and redness.

- In the methods section, page 8, you stated that “Sterile disks were
also impregnated with 10 | of 1:100 dilution of DMSO to serve as control”
what are the disks you mean?

- You also mentioned that “When growth took place, the size of zones
of inhibition were measured for each antifungal agent as was done by in their
study” When we use E-test we measure the MIC value not the zone of
inhibition.

- In the results section page 9: the authors stated that “104 (57.78%) of
samples were obtained from skin, 36 (20.0%) from skin, and 40(22.22%) from
nails” samples from skin were mentioned twice.

- Favre et al,(2003), Santos et al,(2006), Barros et al(2010) and
Sarifakioglu et al.(2007), the references you cited in the results and
discussion section should have numbers like the rest of references;
moreover; Barros et al(2010) is not listed in the references section.

[8] in their study, got MIC range of 0.038-1.5 ug/ml for Itraconazol.

Comparable results were also found by [4] in their study. on the evaluation of E-test
for dermatophytes. The finding of high sensitivity of Candida species to
beclometasone (MIC<0.13 pg/ml) in this study seems to agree with the findings of [2]
In this study, You should mention the name of author of this study before the
reference numbers.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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