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Review Form 3

PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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 mauscript set out to screen Senegalese women for yhr presence of genital Mycoplasmas.
Also to tests the isolates for antimicrobial susceptibility. The were able to detect Mycoplasma
hominis and Ureaplasma urealyticum. This | find to be important in the the reproductive health
of women espectially reproductive aged women.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Title is very adequate

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.

Abstract is quite comprehensive

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The manuscript is simple and scientifically correct

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

References are sufficient and quite current

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

The English languagenused is good enough for scholarly communication

Optional/General comments

® Page 6; Table 1: To remove grid lines from the table.

® Page 9: Figure 1 caption: To correct the spelling of the word.”urealiticum” to “urealyticum”.
Likewise in pages 12,13, 14.

® They should also try to write the names of the organisms in italics as | indicated in the Manuscript.
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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