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PART  1: Review Comments  
 
 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 
 

1- Line 12: The present study was aimed to (delete 
was). 
2- Line 106: The present study was aimed to (delete 
was). 
3- Line 194-197: All figures not present in table 1. 
4- Line 211-212: The analysis of complaints among all 
the age groups was found to be significant (p=0.0007). 
Not found in table 1. 
5- Line 216: You used 2 abbreviations for "Per-vaginal 
examination; PV and P/V, so use one of them only. 
6- Line 225-232: It is better to put the new classification 
of age groups in a table to clear the new percents and 
the statistical analysis.  
7- Line 247: 10 (3%) out of 344 symptomatic and 2 
(3.56%) out of 56 asymptomatic women (it must be: 10 
(2.91%) out of 344 symptomatic and 2 (3.57%) out of 
56 asymptomatic women). 
8- Line 302: I can't find these figures (20.7% and 
18.6%) in tables. 
9- Conclusion should be obtained from your own work, 
so delete "and ‘gold standard’ culture methods". 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

1- Line 14: for the diagnosis of  Trichomonas vaginalis 
in symptomatic and asymptomatic subjects (add). 
2- Line 29: was found to be between 86.8 and 100% & 
35.5 and 66%, respectively. 
3- Line 66: 96.7% of women (add). 
4- Line 81: OSOM, mention the full term at first.  
5- Line 107: for the diagnosis of  Trichomonas vaginalis 
(add). 
6- Line 217-218: You used 2 abbreviations for "Per-
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speculum examination; PS and P/S, so use one of 
them only. 
7- Line 300: microscopy (28). In  
8- Line 309: (33). This study. 
9- Line 341: wet smear. Intriguingly. 
10- Line 343-344: One probable reason. 

Optional /General  comments 
 

1- Language and grammar need to be improved.  
2- Title of figures must be put under them. 
3- Tables and figures must be self explanatory. 
4- Any abbreviation must be presided by the full term.  
5- In figure 1: Write the exact sensitivity percent of 
each bar. 
6- Statistical analysis is not clear in tables and figure 2. 
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