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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 1. As scientific research paper and for a betterpresentation of the work author should attachfew photograph showing phospholipase,proteinases and haemolysin production atleast.
As per the suggestion the photographs ofphospholipase and haemolytic activity areattached in the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments 1. Reference no. 9. Titlr of the article should startwith capital letter.e g., “Serum proteins....”instead of “serum protein......”2. Reference no.20. standard procedure should befollowed for writing Journal name.....APIMS   ??3. Reference no.30. Book – publication year is notmentioned.

The mistakes are corrected.

Optional/General comments Author did a good work on emerging Candida pathogenwhich is reflecting the necessity of species levelidentification even in rural setup for improvement ofmanagement of Candida infection.
I am very grateful for the appreciation of work.


