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Compulsory 
REVISION 
comments 
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Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

I have read it with interest and I have very minor 
corrections and suggestions below: 
• Origin (source of used bacteria) of the 

dermatophyte cultures should be supplied. More 
dermatophyte bacteria have to be included for the 
antimicrobial test. 

 
 

 
• For cultivation at 28 oC, why the incubation period 

applied for 15-20 days. I think this time for 
incubation too long, it must be checked. 
 

• The paper need quite some serious review on it 
findings and conclusion.  A more careful 
discussion data is requested. Recent current 
research(s) should be added to the discussion 
section and the author(s) evaluates his / her 
results. 
 

• The manuscript needs to be checked thoroughly 
on the aspect of English grammar, spelling and 
typographic errors for clarity. 

• The source of the test dermatophytes is Microbial Type 
Culture Collection & Gene Bank, Institute of Microbial 
Technology, Chandigarh, India. The MTTC number 
denotes its source.                         

    Trichophyton mentagrophytes and T. rubrum are the 
most predominant species in India as well as other 
countries (Ref No.:  2, 3, 9). Hence we selected these 
two dermatophytes for the study.  

   
• The test dermatophytes, T. mengrophytes and T. rubrum 

are slow growing, hence need longer incubation period.    
 

 
• This point is taken care of by modifying the discussion 

section. 
 
 
 

 
 

• Edited wherever necessary and highlighted in yellow 
colour. 

Optional/General  
comments 

 
 

 

 


