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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.


	This manuscript is important because it brings attention to the rising burden of colorectal and anal cancers in a part of the world where data is still limited. By analysing a decade of cases from Makurdi, Nigeria, it offers valuable insights into how these cancers are affecting both older and surprisingly younger populations. The findings highlight the need for better diagnostic tools and early screening programs in sub-Saharan Africa. This study adds a much-needed voice from the region to the global conversation on cancer care and prevention.
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	The abstract looks good—it clearly presents the study’s purpose, methods, and key findings. It highlights the most important insights without being too wordy. Overall, it's well-balanced and doesn’t need any major changes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The study design, data analysis, and interpretation of results are appropriate for the research objectives. The findings are clearly presented and supported by the data. Overall, the scientific approach is sound and reliable.
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	The references cited appear to be relevant and appropriate for the study. They provide a solid foundation for the background and discussion. 
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	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, concise, and professionally structured, with appropriate use of scientific terminology. Minor editing for flow or grammar may enhance readability further, but overall, it meets the standards for academic publishing.
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