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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
13,14,15: Difference in Dosage of 3 drugs should be explained.

Difference in Dosage of 3 drugs:
The variation in drug dosage should be substantiated with relevant references.

102: Explain the efficacy of drugs only on Trichophyton rubrum substantiate with reference and experimental
results.

Minor REVISION comments Tinea Corporis should be always written starting with small letters as
it is an infection (i.e., tinea corporis)

Optional/General comments
55: Oral Anti fungals
73: Check the results on scale of 1 -3(either 1 may be designated as mild or absent or
1 is mild, 0 is absent)
101 of Dermatophytosis

102 T. Corporis: (It is not a genus and species (i.e., tinea corporis))
223: Itracanazole efficacy is missing
224: Include flucanozole efficacy
250: Differential Grading instead of Differential of Grading
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