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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 provides scientific information related to clotrimazole susceptibility patterns in Candida albicans isolates affecting women with vulvovaginal candidiasis which is a common disease. The manuscript raised the importance of running sensitivity test as empirical treatment without susceptibility testing is common,
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, clear and informative.
	

	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 content and sequence look fine. The conclusion can add briefly the limitation of the study and suggestions for future studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study employs appropriate microbiological identification methods and presents results clearly but several methodological weaknesses—including unnecessary urine sampling, use of non-standard susceptibility testing with tablet-derived clotrimazole suspensions, incorrect terminology regarding resistance, and inaccurately dated references—limit its scientific rigor and reliability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites several recent and relevant references, some of them showed incorrectly dated future references.Suggested references:   Sobel JD. Vulvovaginal candidosis. Lancet. 2007.  Pfaller MA, Diekema DJ. Epidemiology of invasive candidiasis. Clin Microbiol Rev.


	

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


	The language is understandable and fair.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Clarify the cutting off point in antifungal susceptibility methods to avoid the terminology of resistance without significant reliable clarification. Replace future-dated references (some ref dated 2029). Strengthen the discussion with MIC comparisons; and add a sample-processing flowchart and MIC distribution graph can conjoint the MIC and direct tests in one graph.
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