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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.


	Topic choose Cervical cancer are very important because it is most common cancer in female due to lack of awareness, not open to discuss in the family. This study to helpful to collects the information of the knowledge in female persons & how to prevent the cervical cancer by vaccination. This is also helpful to which age to screening of cervical cancer. 
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	In this content of abstract the research approach,  sampling technique, sample size  & sample not mention if the methodology was clear then the other person are very easy to understand.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript are scientifically correct. Some paragraph are not paraphrasing. If the image & table are showing in the in front of theory then to easy to understand & vary clear.  Result in association with uptake the pf is incorrect. Recheck the results.  
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	References are sufficient but more recent references are add then the study was very effective.  
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	Paraphrasing & some grammar mistake. 
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	Alignment are not properly. Sample size not mention the table & image.
In this study dr. Are include but not mention in which specialization & qualification, if you study include gynaecologist & other nursing staff but all the health team member’s have already sufficient knowledge because cervical cancer include in the syllabus. If the dr./nursing have average or poor knowledge then how to provide the patient education or service. So the sample are include general population then the study was very effective.  
 May be ward boy or dresser/paramedical staff have insufficient knowledge. 
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