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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract

Line 13: ulcered change to ulceration

Line 17: ENT- write in full and then abbreviate.

Line 18: Full stop and start a new sentence “ The
probability that mycoplasmosis...”

Lines 12-17: Rewrite the sentences in shorter version to
make it reader friendly.

Line 18-27: Rewrite the paragraph to make it reader
friendly.

Introduction

Line 35: “...on the glans...”

Line 38: Place the word “ figure 1B” at the end of the
sentence.

Line 41-42: rewrite the sentences.

Line 45: “..the male one referred...”change to “partner
Line “59: “PSA, VDRL and TPHA” state in full first.

Line 63: “HPV” state the full name and then abbr. The
same has to be performed for all other abbrv forms used
in the methodology.

Line 141: “3.3. Urogenital ecosystem” on a new section.

Discussion

Line 172: ‘was’remove the word.
Line 179: rewrite the sentence.
Line 181; state what is one

Abstract

Line 13: “ulcered” has replaced by “ulceration”.
Line 18: ENT has been explicited.

We didn’t understand this suggestion.

According to Reviewer’s suggestions, some
sentences have been modified for better clarity
(Lines 13, 14, 25).

Introduction

Line 36: “the” was added.

Line 39: “figure 1B” has moved at the end of
sentence.

Lines 42-43: sentence has been reworded.

Line 47: “one” was replaced by “partner”.

All abbreviations have been explicated at the
first use throughout text (Lines 16, 21, 62, 63, 66,
67,101, 102).

Line 146: “Urogenital ecosystem” has been
moved to a new section.

Discussion

Lines 177, 178 have been deleted because
redundant.

Lines 183-189: sentences were reworded for
better clarity.
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Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

There appears to be a single patient for this article.

Therefore, it was difficult to comment statistically on the

paper. Is this a review or a full manuscript?

In our work we clearly described a single case.
We therefore submitted the manuscript as
original research article, not as a review.

[t was not possible to perform statistical analysis
since TMC values are generally referred to
physiological values described in literature.
Nevertheless, we used “higher” and “lower”
terms with regard to differences in TMC, pH
values, and nemasperms concentration values
since values we observed were evidently
“distant” from physiological values. That said, for
greater accuracy, in the revised version of the
manuscript we deleted term “significantly”
throughout text (Lines 128, 171).
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