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	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.


	Cancer is a global menace that needs urgent attention. Therefore, studies gear towards dealing in totality of this menace deserve all the attention they seek. In this regard, the paper could help contribute in triggering targeted intervention towards breast cancer treatment. So, it is important in the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. But I suggest the authors should add Nigeria to the topic for it to read “Knowledge and attitude towards breast self-examination among female undergraduate students of Kwara State University, Malete, 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 a true reflection of the article. It’s okay.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is, but a lot needs to be done at the method section to make the paper a scholar article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References that do not have more than five authors should be written in full without “et al.” for “et al.” is used when the authors are more than five. But, if authors prefer to use the “et al.” they should state all the authors at the first instance, example: Al-Shiekh, Ibrahim & Alajerami (2021), then, Al-Shiekh et al. (2021) for the subsequent citation of the same reference. This in-text citation “Rachna (2021)” is missing in the reference list. Authors should check these two in-text citations “Nazer Ali et al. (2019); “Ahmed Mohamed et al. (2020) to cite them appropriately. This reference “Usman, Olanrewaju & Usman (2020)” too is missing in the main text authors should check and do the needful. In all, authors cited 28 papers and all are current. 
	

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


	The language is good but I recommend proof reading and editing to enhance the quality of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend the authors consider quoting the picture of global, Africa, and sub-Saharan Africa the burden of “BSE” in the introduction. Then, they narrow to the scenario in Nigeria, and if possible the setting of the study (the institution). The paper lacks strong niche so, it makes it difficult for readers to comprehend why they carried out the study. At least, they should let readers know what has already been done about the phenomena understudy and what needs to be done. As it stands, their problem statement is not well established hence, it was just full of unclear sentences.
Research Methods 

In the study, the authors claimed the study lends itself to the use of “descriptive cross-sectional study” but they fail to explain why they adopted that design instead of other. So, fast forward, they should let readers why they selected the design at the expense of other designs.

Study area: The authors should let readers know why they selected Kwara State University to be the study setting. They should support it with statistics.

Sample Size and Participant Recruitment: Authors are entreated to let readers find the paper interesting for it is difficult for readers to read. The method section is pregnant with a lot of issues. For instance, you cannot just quote 28.3% at a 95% confidence level and a 5% margin of error without the mathematical computations. So, authors should kindly let us know how the calculation was done and they arrived at the 350 participants. However, authors can look for Krejcie and Morgan’s (1970) Table of Determining Sample Size.

Multistage sampling technique: Was it two, three, four, or what of the stages. Again, they should specify the quota or proportion each of the four (4) chosen departments had from the 350 participants and at what stage within the multistage sampling technique these proportions were allocated to each department. The authors mentioned the first respondent was selected based on a sample interval or fraction but readers cannot find the sample interval they generated. Authors should do us a favour by letting us know the sample interval they generated (e.g., 5th, 10th, 15th, 20th etc.). They should also let us know the entire population the 350 sample were selected from. 

Variable measurements: Authors should let us know the criteria they used to categorise participants responses on attitude into good or poor.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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