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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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.


	The paper is important for screening of Cervical cancer in low resource settings.The screening methods VIA and VILI are cost effective and can be done by health processional after proper training.This paper is rele
vent as still we lack screening of cervical cancer in masses these alternatives can be adopted at primary health care level.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	suitable
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract does not clearly state the sample size.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes but all are not written correctly.Several references lack consistency in formatting (e.g., spacing issues, missing punctuation).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a valuable and well-executed study on cervical cancer screening in low-resource settings.

It lacks proper discussion why this study had low sensitivity while past researches have shown high sensitivity.

With minor revisions to address limitations, and improve the discussion and evaluate the attributed factors of low sensitivity in current study.The manuscript will make a significant contribution to the field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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