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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Analyzing and counting bacteria from human hair might be interesting, but taking single 
samples from 10 different barber shops for cultivation and calculating percentages from the 
result only yields misleading results. The bacteria cultivated from the samples, probably 
picked up from the floor of the shop, might be contaminants from the barbershop itself, 
because the hygienic conditions of different shops might be different. Clients attending the 
Mega-Posh Barber Shop, or Ebony’s Barber Shop, might be serviced at a much higher 
hygienic level than at open air shop at the market and even the hygienic condition of the 
client’s hair could be totally different depending on the social and financial background of 
the clients, and even male-female hairs might yield different results. 
To conclude anything from a survey like this, the authors must provide an appropriate 
description of the sampling background and to increase the number of samples above one 
hundred or more. 
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