
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 
Journal Name: International Journal of TROPICAL DISEASE & Health 

Manuscript Number: Ms_IJTDH_19329 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Antifungal effect of 7-hydroxycitronellal against Candida albicans strains 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 

 

 

General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 

scientifically robust and technically sound. 

To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 

 

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 

 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
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Compulsory 

REVISION 

comments 

 

I do recommend the work " Antifungal effect of 7-hydroxycitronellal against 

Candida albicans strains" for publication in International Journal of Tropical 
Disease & Health because, but in my opinion should be considered the following 
items: 
- The author should give more details about the substances used as positive and 
negative controls and their MIC values. 
- The author should give more specifications about de Laboratory of Mycology from 
which were obtained the microorganism strains.  
- Once named the strain, it is not necessary to name it completely again. When first 
mentioned Candida albicans, on subsequent must name it as C. albicans.  
Candida and Candida albicans must always be written in italics. 
- The abbreviation of MIC and MFC must be unified. In the manuscript the author 
sometimes use CIM instead of MIC and CFM instead of MFC. 
- The references are not updated, mainly NCCLS (2002). Should be replaced by 
CLSI (formerly NCCLS) Document M27-A3, 2008. 
- Regarding the quality of writing, the English must be carefully reviewed since it is 
poorly written and there are many errors.  

All corrections were made, 
including updating the reference 
9 (CSLI , 2008). 
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