
JaOeU BTQYP

CREATES Anal]sis Template
EZReTiOePVaN TeUV

Figure or Table Number: 1

ǺOɍcialǻ title for this Ȥgure or table (from
the caption):

M[ (simpliȤed, decoded, in regular
language) title for this Ȥgure or table:

Phage cQObiPaViQPU aPd iPcidePce Qf diUeaUe HQY Rhage cQObiPaViQPU iORacV
diUeaUe

The controls in this eZperiment are:

The[ are represented (in Yhich part of
the chart or graph, or Yhat Ȥgure
panels?)

NQ Rhage GTaRh a, NabeNNed cQPVTQN

The eZperimental conditions are: The[ are represented as:

NWObeT Qf RhageU → diUeaUe iPcidePce,
RaVhQgeP cQPcePVTaViQP
T[Re Qf RhageU → diUeaUe iPdeZ

NWObeT(Z)/iPcidePce([): gTaRh a
PWObeT(Z)/cQPcePVTaViQP([): gTaRh b
V[Re(Z)/iPdeZ([): gTaRh c

We need to compare the controls in GTaRh c Yith the eZperimentals in

GTaRh c to Ȥnd out:



JaOeU BTQYP

WheVheT VheTe iU a PegaViXe cQTTeNaViQP beVYeeP Vhe QccWTTePce Qf diUeaUe aPd Vhe WUe Qf
Rhage.

We need to compare the controls in GTaRh a/b dQeU PQV
UhQY Vhe diUeaUe
iPcidePce Qf Vhe
cQPVTQN, bWV giXeP Vhe
iPfQTOaViQP RTQXided
iV caP be Uafe VQ
aUUWOe VhaV aNN
WPVTeaVed RhageU had
bacVeTiaN YiNV, UQ VaMe
Vhe cQPVTQN aU 100%

Yith the eZperimentals in

GTaRhU A&B to Ȥnd out:

WheVheT iPcTeaUed Rhage PWObeT aͮecVU diUeaUe iPcidePce aPd RaVhQgeP cQPcePVTaViQP

When Ye make these comparisons, Ye conclude from this Ȥgure:

ͲPcTeaUed Rhage PWObeT decTeaUeU diUeaUe

Was the h[pothesis supported? Wh[ or Yh[ not?

YeU, Vhe h[RQVheUiUǷ NQgic RQUiVed VhaV iPcTeaUed Rhage=decTeaUed diUeaUe, Yhich iU YhaV
Ye UaY

The folloYing issues are ones of concern to me (these can be things [ou donǷt understand,
or criticisms of the method, questions for the authors, or an[thing else that comes to
mind):

The TeUeaTcheTU UhQWNd haXe iPcNWded Vhe cQPVTQNU iP gTaRhU a&b



JameU BToYn

CREATES Anal]sis Template
EZReTimenVal TeUV

Figure or Table Number: 2

ǺOɍcialǻ title for this Ȥgure or table (from
the caption):

M[ (simpliȤed, decoded, in regular
language) title for this Ȥgure or table:

ReUiUVance eXolWVion Vo anceUVTal and coeXolXed RhageU DeXeloRmenV of Rhage TeUiUVance aU a
TeUWlV of incTeaUed RhageU

The controls in this eZperiment are:

The[ are represented (in Yhich part of
the chart or graph, or Yhat Ȥgure
panels?)

AnceUVTal RaVhogen WUed Vo deVeTmine Vhe TeUiUVance
deXeloRed b[ eXolXed RaVogen

The eZperimental conditions are: The[ are represented as:

CoeXolXed RaVhogen The nWmbeT of RhageU in Vhe chaTVU
TefeTU Vo hoY man[ RhageU YeTe WUed
Vo UelecV foT Rhage TeUiUVance in VheUe
RaVhogenU

We need to compare the controls in GTaRh a Yith the eZperimentals in
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GTaRh c to Ȥnd out:

WheVheT mean TeUiUVance haU an[ eͮecV on mean caTT[ing caRaciV[ (VhiU iU done foT WU in
gTaRh d)

When Ye make these comparisons, Ye conclude from this Ȥgure:

ͲncTeaUed Rhage TeUiUVance TeUWlVU in decTeaUed caTT[ing caRaciV[ aU a VTade-oͮ

Was the h[pothesis supported? Wh[ or Yh[ not?

YeU, Vhe h[RoVheUiU VhaV VheTe YoWld be VTade-oͮU VhaV limiV UWcceUU in oVheT aTeaU aU a
TeUWlV of deXeloRed Rhage TeUiUVance iU UWRRoTVed

The folloYing issues are ones of concern to me (these can be things [ou donǷt understand,
or criticisms of the method, questions for the authors, or an[thing else that comes to
mind):

GTaRh b iU haTd Vo inVeTRTeV, Vo be fWll[ honeUV Ͳ do noV knoY YheVheT ǺanceUVTal and
coeXolXedǻ iU TefeTTing Vo RhageU oT RaVhogenU and i Tead Vhe deUcTiRVion like 4 VimeU



JameU BToYn

CREATES Anal]sis Template
DeUcTipViXe SVWd[

FigWre or Table NWmber: 3

ǺOɍcialǻ title for this ȤgWre or table (from
the caption):

M[ (simpliȤed, decoded, in regWlar
langWage) title for this ȤgWre or table:

eͮecVU of phageU on Thi\oUpheTe commWniVieU ThiU one iU pTeVV[ Uimple an[ aVVempV aV
UimpliȤcaVion YoWld be kinda
gTaVWiVoWU; Thi\oUpheTe = Uoil
enXiTonmenV

Ͳf Ye compare panel(s)/colWmn(s) c(0) and c(3) , Ye learn aboWt:

HoY incTeaUed phageU leadU Vo decTeaUed R. UQlamaPaceaTWm

Ͳf Ye compare panel(s)/colWmn(s) b(1) and b(3) , Ye learn aboWt:

Phage nWmbeT haU a poUiViXe coTTelaVion YiVh bacVeTial diXeTUiV[

When Ye make these comparisons, Ye conclWde from this ȤgWre:

DecTeaUed R. UQlamaPaceaTWm leadU Vo incTeaUed diXeTUiV[.
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Was the h[pothesis sWpported? Wh[ or Yh[ not?

The h[poVheUiU YaU UWppoTVed, aU VheTe iU a noViceable incTeaUe in Vhe concenVTaVionU of
UeXeTal ke[ VaZa.

The folloYing issWes are ones of concern to me (these can be things [oW donǷt Wnderstand,
or criticisms of the method, qWestions for the aWthors, or an[thing else that comes to
mind):

The big UYiTl[ ciTcle iU XeT[ inVeTeUVing, bWV iV mighV be moTe compleZ Vhan VhiU UVWd[
needU. HoYeXeT, becaWUe Vhe[ did iV, iV iU VheTe if an[ fWVWTe TeUeaTcheTU YanV Vo WUe iV Vo
eZamine Vhe compleZ eͮecVU phage VheTap[ can haXe on bacVeTial inVeTacVionU.



JaOeU BTQYP

CREATES Anal]sis Template
EZReTKOePVaN TeUV

Figure or Table Number: 4

ǺOɍcialǻ title for this Ȥgure or table (from
the caption):

M[ (simpliȤed, decoded, in regular
language) title for this Ȥgure or table:

Phage URecKȤcKV[ aPd eͮecVU QP Vhe UWRRTeUUKQP Qf
ThK\QURheTe OKcTQbKQVa

DQ Vhe RhageU aͮecV Vhe QVheT bacVeTKa?

The controls in this eZperiment are:

The[ are represented (in Yhich part of
the chart or graph, or Yhat Ȥgure
panels?)

BacVeTKa gTQYP KP abUePce Qf Rhage QT
RaVhQgeP

OTaPge NKPe KP gTaRh a, ǺcQOOWPKV[ǻ KP
gTaRh b; Vhe daVa KU WUed KP cQPLWPcVKQP
VQ cTeaVe gTaRh d

The eZperimental conditions are: The[ are represented as:

+ Phage
+ PaVhQgeP
+ Phage aPd RaVhQgeP

a: bNWe, gTeeP, fWUchKa (TeURecVKXeN[)
b: aU NabeNNed

We need to compare the controls in GTaRh a Yith the eZperimentals in

GTaRh a to Ȥnd out:
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The RTeUePce Qf RaVhQgeP KP Vhe abUePce Qf Rhage gTeaVN[ UhKfVU Vhe cQOOWPKV[ OaMeWR
KP Vhe faXQT Qf RaVhQgeP, bWV Vhe RTeUePce Qf Rhage KP Vhe abUePce Qf RaVhQgeP dQeU PQV
UeeO VQ haXe aP[ eͮecV

We need to compare the controls in GTaRh b Yith the eZperimentals in

GTaRh b to Ȥnd out:

The RTeUePce Qf RaVhQgeP KP Vhe abUePce Qf Rhage gTeaVN[ decTeaUeU Vhe dKXeTUKV[, bWV
Vhe RTeUePce Qf Rhage KP Vhe abUePce AND RTeUePce Qf RaVhQgeP dQeU PQV UeeO VQ haXe
aP[ eͮecV

When Ye make these comparisons, Ye conclude from this Ȥgure:

MQUV gePeTa Ue a RQUKVKXe KPcTeaUe KP RQRWNaVKQP KP Vhe RTeUePce Qf Rhage/abUePce Qf
RaVhQgeP

Was the h[pothesis supported? Wh[ or Yh[ not?

YeU, Vhe RhageU haXe eXQNXed VQ QPN[ KPfecV Vhe RaVhQgeP, UQ Vhe[ dQ PQV haXe aP eͮecV
QP Vhe QVheT RhageU KP SWeUVKQP.

The folloYing issues are ones of concern to me (these can be things [ou donǷt understand,
or criticisms of the method, questions for the authors, or an[thing else that comes to
mind):

GTaRh d KU cQTTecV, bWV Vhe aZeU aTe cQPfWUKPg aPd Ͳ had VQ eZaOKPe KV XeT[ caTefWNN[
befQTe Ͳ fWNN[ WPdeTUVQQd YhaV KV YaU deOQPUVTaVKPg. ThKU RKece Qf Vhe ȤgWTe YQWNd
bePeȤV fTQO beVVeT-NabeNNed aZeU.
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CREATES Anal]sis Template
Free Response

Figure or Table Number: 5

ǺOɍcialǻ title for this Ȥgure or table (from
the caption):

M[ (simpliȤed, decoded, in regular
language) title for this Ȥgure or table:

Mechanisms Wnderl[ing phage-mediated eͮects on
bacterial Yilt disease

Statistical anal[sis of the resWlts

Anal[sis of the Ȥgure or table:

This ȤgWre takes the resWlts from the stWd[ and performs a statistical anal[sis to shoY
the percentage b[ Yhich each aspect eZamined aͮects the other. This ȤgWre serXes as a
s[nthesis of all the resWlts of this stWd[.

When Ye anal[\e the Ȥgure or table, Ye conclude:

Ͳncreased phage nWmber resWlts in decreased disease incidence (main point). This ȤgWre
shoYs the positiXe or negatiXe correlation betYeen each mechanism discWssed
throWghoWt the paper.

Was the h[pothesis supported? Wh[ or Yh[ not?

The h[pothesis Yas sWpported, as the Ȥndings Yere statisticall[ signiȤcant and phage
therap[ is likel[ a Xiable option for treatment of bacterial Yilt.
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The folloYing issues are ones of concern to me (these can be things [ou donǷt understand,
or criticisms of the method, questions for the authors, or an[thing else that comes to
mind):

The meaning of the nWmbers and percentages coWld be mWch clearer, making it mWch
easier to interpret.


