Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Research Journal of Oncology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IRJO_134321

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDE AND PRACTICE OF CERVICAL SCREENING TESTS UPTAKE AMONG NON-MEDICAL STUDENTS IN AN EASTERN TERTIARY UNIVERSITY OF NIGERIA.

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript is quite important because the participants of the study are young undergraduates who are prone to the risk of cervical cancer. Hence, the knowledge from this research will drive the prevention of the cancer among the targeted populace
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It needs a little modification: `Knowledge, Attitude and Practice of Cervical Cancer Screening Uptake Among Non-Medical Students In An Eastern Tertiary University of Nigeria
	

	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 is simple enough. However, the researcher needs to add more results to make the aspect more robust
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references need to be a bit more robust. The following are some suggestions:
	

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


	The grammatical constructions ensure that the thoughts in this work are well-presented.

However, in paragraph 3, line 5, of the introduction aspect, the word `been` needs to be added. 
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	This manuscript is scientifically significant, well-detailed and the thought flow is simple, which makes it easy to understand by the reader. Hence, it is a laudable piece to be published. Also, the sample size needs to be reevaluated. The percentage should be changed from 10% to 15%, where 15% will be the new none response rate. Thus, desired sample size will be 15% of 384 = 57.6

384+57.6=441.6 rounded off to 400 (This may be for future purposes).
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