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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 
 

The main aim of this study was to evaluate newly 
established pfoB gene based PCR methods in 
combination with the known conventional techniques 
(wet smear) in symptomatic and asymptomatic 
subjects. The study was well-conducted, well-written, 
and with an enough number of people. Because pfoB 
gene is specific for T.vaginalis and does not show any 
cross reactivity with the genome of other 
microorganisms the authors proposal is good. The 
authors showed that the pfoB gene PCR followed by 
18S rRNA gene PCR presented the highest positivity 
among the T.vaginalis infected patients as compared to 
the wet smear examination method. These  results 
showed that the PCR techniques (both 18S rRNA and 
pfoB) are better for detection of T.vaginalis as 
compared to the conventional wet smear examination. 
However, it is important to mention that further studies 
are necessary to explore the feasibility and cost-
effectiveness of diagnostic tests suggested by the 
authors.  

Necessary corrections done. 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

Line 309, please remove comma (33), This study) Correction done. 

Optional /General  comments 
 

It is a good work that deserves publication. We thank reviewer for this comment. 

 


