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 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 
 

The manuscript is within the scope of the journal. The work is relevant, original and will 
contribute to the scientific community. The writing is good, the methods very well detailed, 
few errors and showing care in the preparation. The presentation of the results, as well as 
the discussion and conclusions are adequate and consistent. Thus, the recommendation is 
to accept the manuscript. However, few corrections should be conducted to further improve 
the quality of the manuscript presented. The considerations are described below. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The considerations are: 
 
- Line 16: Replace βeta tubulin by Beta tubulin or β tubulin.  
 
- Line 62: Incorrect verb form:… was… 
 
- Line 79: Correct the word:… indentified…  
 
- Line 118: Incorrect verb form:… was…  
 
- Line 128: Correct the word:… ethidium…  
 
- Line 148: Replace (Fig. 1&2) by (Fig. 1 and 2).  
 
- Lines 169 and 170: Uppercase:… (Fig.) 
 
- Line 186: Correct the word: ectohrix…  
 
- Line 190: Correct the word: chamydospores…  
 
- Line 198: Replace approximate by approximately.  
 
- Line 255: Incorrect verb form: were…  
 
- Line 266: References: Some formatting of references must be corrected. 
 

All required corrections were made and highlighted in yellow. 
 
Line 62.... the word was referred to clinical examination not the affected 
animals  that is why it should be as it is . 
 
 
 
Line 118... the word was referred to master mix only that is why it  should 
be as it is . 
 
 
 
Line 255.... the word were referred to forward and reverse Trubrum primers 
so it should be remain as it is.  
Additionally, line ..252  the word  and  was deleted. 
 
 
 
Line 266.... all references were revised and put in correct format . 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 


