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	Title: Microscopical diagnosis of bacterial vaginosis compared with two different molecular methods
General Comments from Reviewer: The manuscript is well-written and presents a valuable comparison of microscopic and molecular diagnostic methods for BV. The study is well-designed, and the findings are clearly presented and discussed.
Introduction: - The introduction sets the stage for the study by providing background information on bacterial vaginosis (BV), its diagnosis, and the need for objective diagnostic methods. It references relevant studies and establishes the rationale for comparing microscopic diagnosis with molecular methods.
Results: - The results section presents the findings in a clear and logical manner. The prevalence of BV, the kappa index for diagnostic agreement, and the cure rate are all reported with appropriate statistical measures. 
· The rationale for considering the intermediate group as BV negative in the comparison with molecular assays should be more explicitly justified, as it might influence the interpretation of results.
· Explore the inclusion of additional molecular markers or the development of more refined algorithms to improve the sensitivity and specificity of molecular assays.
· Provide more detailed justification for the selection of specific molecular methods and the chosen treatment protocol. Discuss any potential biases or limitations associated with these choices.
· Expand the discussion on the discrepancies between microscopic and molecular diagnoses, exploring possible reasons and implications for clinical practice.
· Consider adding Tables & diagrams, to illustrate the study design, sample collection process, and diagnostic algorithms. This can enhance reader comprehension.

The article can be published after minor revision.



