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	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.


	After studying the manuscript thoroughly, it can be affirmed that this paper will play a pivotal role in the scientific community and it is important for new researchers about to evaluate the prevalence of UU, MH, and UU/MH co-infection and their susceptibility to antibiotics among sexually active symptomatic patients. 
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	The abstract is very good with the key concepts of the paper and it is comprehensive about introduction results and aim of the study in short.
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	This manuscript demonstrates scientific strength and technical soundness through its accurate methodology and comprehensive data analysis. The authors have employed a well-designed experimental structures.
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