Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_138412

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Valuation of the Knowledge of Women from Caratateua Island, Outeiro District, Regarding HPV Infection

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides critical insights into the knowledge gaps and preventive practices related to HPV among women in an understudied region—Caratateua Island, Brazil. The findings reveal disparities in awareness, with nearly half of the participants lacking knowledge about HPV causation, and highlight concerning trends such as low condom usage (68%) despite high sexual activity (87%). These results underscore the urgent need for targeted health education programs to improve HPV literacy and promote safer sexual practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is acceptable, but a minor revision (e.g., replacing "Valuation" with "Assessment") would improve clarity and scientific tone. If the study also examines behaviors (e.g., screening, condom use), expanding the title to reflect this would make it more comprehensive.
	

	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 good but could be more detailed (especially in Methods and Results) and more impactful (in Conclusion). A few refinements would make it more comprehensive and compelling for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable for a descriptive study but would benefit from greater methodological transparency and deeper analysis. With minor revisions, it could meet higher standards for publication in public health journals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient for a preliminary draft but require:

1. More recent (2020–2024) global studies to support claims.

2. Key policy documents (e.g., WHO, Brazilian Ministry of Health).

3. Formatting cleanup (DOIs, working links, consistent access dates).
	

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


	The manuscript is academically sound but would benefit from thorough language editing to: Eliminate grammatical errors, shorten convoluted sentences and replace informal phrasing with precise academic terms.
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