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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 

 

This paper is interesting when discussing the different 

methods to differentiate Candida albicans x Candida 

dubliniensis, and brings a review of the non isolation of C. 

dubliniensis in HIV-negative patients. 

 

The study was conducted from clinical samples from 

cancer patients. However this issue is mentioned in 

item Ethical Approval. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. In the abstract the authors state that the study period 

was from October 2013 to October 2014. However, 

nowhere in the text this information is mentioned. 

2. The words "cancer patients" are mentioned only in the 

title of the paper, unless I am mistaken. 

3. In the lines 148-149, the authors cite: “The time to 

identification by PCR-RFLP can further be reduced by 

faster extraction o DNA from isolates using commercial 

kits, multiplex PCR and RAPD methodologies.” It was not 

clear to me how the RAPD methodology can reduce the 

time of identification by PCR-RFLP. 

4. The explicit statement in lines 171-172 must be 

checked because the cited reference refers to an 

investigation conducted in HIV-positive patients and not 

in patients with head and neck cancer, as the authors 

state. 
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Optional/General comments 

 

1. Forms of citation of references, especially in the 

discussion, need to be adjusted. 
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