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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 
 

This is a very interesting study in the field of STDs. Trichomonas vaginalis is a 
parasite that tortures a lot of women especially in the underdeveloped world. The 
study is well organised. The authors examined a great number of women so the 
sample is big enough and the method followed is easy reproducible and right. The 
authors used two techniques and then they compared them. The findings show that 
Giemsa stain provides better diagnosis. This study can be useful to the medical 
community of Nigeria. I have no objection to the publication of this manuscript 
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