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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Title-needs to be modified as it conveys coinfection 

of all three organisms as key feature 

 

 

Line 61-duraytion of cough needs to be specified and 

WHO definition for tuberculosis suspicion shd.be 

followed 

 

106—Filamentous test 

Why and for what using which sample?need to 

elaborate with reference 

 

 

163-how was histoplasma identified from sputum 

sample?what stain.was some hitopathology staining 

performed?if so ,what was sample? 

 

 

199 basis for speciation of paragonymus with 

morphological details of ova and reference for same 

need to be added 

 

Can’t think of a better way to present the 
topic. 
 
Done. 
 
 
This was mistake. It was supposed to be 
the germ tube test for isolation of Candida 
albicans. It has been corrected in the 
manuscript. 
 
Have been addressed in the discussion. See 
line 224. 
 
 
Have been addressed in the methods. See 
line 95. 
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