Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Oncology Research Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AORJ_142883

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Cervical Cancer in Sub-Saharan Africa: A Review of Screening Strategies, HPV Vaccination, and Survival Outcomes

	Type of the Article
	Narrative review 


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The study is important because prevalence of cervical cancer globally especially the low-income countries. Therefore, these studies may help the health care workers and the pubic to deal cervical cancer in its early staged. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the study is appropriate, but it would be more suitable if the authors add narrative with the review.
” Cervical Cancer in Sub-Saharan Africa: A Narrative Review of Screening Strategies, HPV Vaccination, and Survival Outcomes”.
	

	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 comprehensive, no need for changes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript 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 are sufficient and are the recent 
	

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


	The authors have worked hard on the language of the manuscript. The language is academic, no grammatical errors and reader will be able to understand the language easily. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript demonstrates the meticulous work of the authors. They have put efforts into the writing of the manuscript. 
Dear authors in the methodology section, you have mentioned 356 articles were selected for full text review. Then further you have not shown that how many studies you selected for review. It would be better if you mention it. 

Dear authors you have mentioned the result comprehensively, but it will further add if you include table for studies and the findings. It will be more compelling for the readers.
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