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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article is important considering the activities of barbers and barbing in the study area. It is important to raise awareness about public health safety. The need to protect humanity from unnecessary economic losses due to negligence of interactions in public places which cause transmission of disease is very apt
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Very suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	Not comprehensive because the report itself is not comprehensive 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No varied concentration in antifungal tests

Statistical analysis of antifungal activity is wrong 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but not very recent. There is need to update
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Language quality is excellent
	

	Optional/General comments


	The use of plural should be consistent

Methodology did not include varying concentrations and there was no control in the anifungal activity tests. This is a serious gap in the experimentation. 

There was also no mention of the unit of measurement for the zone of inhibition as well as the diameter of the plates used.

The calculation of percentages is WRONG throughout the tables 2 – 4.

The tables were also not explained in the results

All statistical analysis reports are wrong
PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT
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