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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.


	I think the current study aims to explore the association between knowledge and adherence to cervical cancer screening among women in Ananindeua, Brazil. The content of this paper is relatively sufficient as a whole, and the author has done proper preparation and work on this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I think it is scientifically relatively proportional as a whole.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	I recommend that the authors work with a professional copyeditor to improve the clarity and flow of the text.
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	Review comment on "PERCEPTIONS AND FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH ADHERENCE TO CERVICAL CANCER SCREENING AMONG WOMEN IN A BRAZILIAN MUNICIPALITY"

Overview and general recommendation:

Cervical cancer is one of the most common cancers in women, with a slow and progressive development and a prolonged pre-symptomatic phase.1 Globally, HPV DNA has been identified in 99.7% of invasive cancers. Although there is some worldwide variation in the prevalence of high-risk HPV genotypes, more than 70% of squamous cell carcinomas and 90% of adenocarcinomas are related to types 16 and 18.2 The World Health Organization launched a strategy in 2020 for accelerating the elimination of cervical cancer, based on three pillars: vaccination, screening, and treatment. The aim is to vaccinate 90% of girls before 15 years old, to screen 70% of women aged 30–45 years old, to treat 90% of precancerous lesions, and to achieve 90% treatment and care for cervical cancer cases.3 The National Screening Program of Brazil introduced its guidelines, implementing screening based on the Pap test in 1999 within the National Cervical Cancer Control Program. More than 50% of the Brazilian cancer care network found a reduced risk of death, even among generations of women with greater exposure to risk factors.4 

The current study to explore the association between knowledge and adherence to cervical cancer screening among women in Ananindeua, Brazil. The content of this paper is relatively sufficient as a whole, and the author has done proper preparation and work on this topic. However, there are still some obvious problems in this paper. The author is encouraged to include more detailed content to improve the objectivity of the overall journal. It is suggested that the author revise this article carefully according to the relevant opinions. Some suggestions have been given below to help the author improve the quality of the journal. 

1. Please clarify what the sample size calculation was, assuming in the study population, in the methods section?

2. Please explain what the mean score of knowledge about symptoms of cervical cancer was at the maximum point in the results section? 

3. Please explain what the mean score of knowledge about causes of cervical cancer was at the maximum point in the results section? 

4. Please explain what the mean score was regarding self-confidence in recognizing symptoms of cervical cancer in the results section? 

5. Please clarify how many women knew about the HPV vaccine for cervical cancer in the results section?

6. Please declare the strengths and the limitations of the current study.  

7. When the author writes the conclusion, it's required to follow the general rules. State your brief conclusions in opportunities for future research, as long as you haven't already done so in the discussion section of your paper.
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