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	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript addresses an important gap in dermatophyte diagnostics by comparing conventional phenotypic methods with AP-PCR–based molecular identification. The study is scientifically relevant because dermatophytosis remains a major public health issue in many regions, and rapid species identification is essential for proper management. The work provides detailed methodological steps and demonstrates how AP-PCR improves accuracy over microscopy and culture. The incorporation of ITS sequencing for final confirmation further strengthens the validity of the findings.

This manuscript is important because it highlights the practical utility of a rapid and discriminatory molecular method (AP-PCR) for dermatophyte identification, which is crucial in regions with high dermatophyte burden. Traditional identification methods are slow and often non-specific; therefore, this work provides valuable evidence supporting the use of AP-PCR as an affordable and faster diagnostic alternative. The study also contributes to molecular epidemiology by identifying circulating strains, including T. interdigitale, which has clinical relevance for treatment decisions. Overall, the manuscript adds to the growing literature advocating for molecular diagnostics in medical mycology.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, accurate, and clearly reflects the study content and informative
No change required.


	

	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.


	The abstract is  clear and well structured; however:

· Include the sample size (272 cases) explicitly in the  methods for clarity.

· In the results section, mention that ITS sequencing confirmed the presence of T. interdigitale.

· The conclusion could include a brief statement on the clinical significance of rapid identification. Tru to conclude based on your findings


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically good. However, the following points need attention:

1. The methodology section is long and some procedural details may be shortened or moved to supplementary material.

2. Statistical analysis is not discussed; although the study is descriptive, a brief description of how data were processed as percentages, distributions would improve clarity.

3. Figures are not clear, may be in higher pixels and clearer labelling, especially Figures 1 and 2 gel electrophoresis.

4. The Results section contains some narrative repetition which can be removed to avoid duplication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate but may include several recent citations.
Still, consider adding data from recent global dermatophyte molecular identification updates (2021–2023).


	

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


	Yes, Good but Several sentences are lengthy and can be simplified for clarity. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	· A brief comparison of turnaround time between AP-PCR and conventional methods will strengthen the discussion. And compare your findings with many studies to prove AP PCR is a highly sensitive test

· Table 1 should be reformatted for better understanding
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There is no major ethical concerns. Ethical approval and informed consent are properly stated. Ensure that the Ethics approval number is also included in the abstract if the journal requires it.
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