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	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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it addresses the growing global challenge of antifungal resistance, particularly among clinically significant Candida species. By comparing plant extracts with commonly used synthetic antifungals, it provides valuable evidence for developing alternative therapies against drug-resistant infections. The strong, broad-spectrum fungicidal activity of Persea americana—supported by GC-MS identification of bioactive compounds—highlights its potential as a promising antifungal candidate. Overall, the study supports further research toward developing standardized, plant-based antifungal agents through bioassay-guided fractionation and characterization of active constituents.
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	Comparative Antifungal Efficacy of Persea americana, Azadirachta indica Extracts and Synthetic Drugs Against Candida Species
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	The abstract is comprehensive, but it would benefit from minor refinements such as clearer methodological details, sharper comparison between the two plant extracts, and a more concise concluding statement to enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as the study follows standard microbiological and phytochemical methods, includes appropriate controls, and presents clear comparisons between plant extracts and synthetic antifungals. The results are logically interpreted, the conclusions align with the findings, and the work contributes meaningful evidence regarding antifungal resistance and plant-based therapeutics.
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	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and include many recent and authoritative sources. However, adding a few more up-to-date references—such as the WHO Fungal Priority Pathogens List (2022), the CLSI M27 standard for yeast susceptibility testing, and recent reviews (2023–2025) on plant-based antifungals and antifungal resistance—would further strengthen the scientific foundation. Including one or two recent studies specifically on Persea americana antifungal compounds would also enhance the credibility of your findings.
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	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication, demonstrating clear scientific expression and appropriate terminology. While minor stylistic polishing could further improve clarity and flow, the overall writing remains coherent, professional, and well-aligned with academic standards.
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