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	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 study entitled “PERCEPTIONS AND FACTORS ASSOCIATED WITH ADHERENCE TO CERVICAL CANCER SCREENING AMONG WOMEN IN A BRAZILIAN MUNICIPALI “appears to be a very important and significant one in this current dispensation. Globally cervical cancer is one of the very common cancers plaguing women of all races. The fact that it can go unnoticed in the early stages is what makes it deadly. Indeed, the approval and licencing of a vaccine (Gardasil) in the United States in 2006 was a real game changer in the prevention of most of these cervical cancers. Therefore a study about perceptions and adherence to cervical screening in any locality  is apt. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of article is suitable and appropriate.
	

	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.


	Although the abstract is comprehensive I would suggest inclusion of a sentence or two about the background to the study before the objective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is largely scientifically correct. However to improve readability I have touched on a few suggestions below: 

1) The abbreviations should be clearly written out in full at the initial mention. E.g. PCCU?

2) Under the Introduction it will be prudent to clearly state the Objectives and justification/rational at the tail end.
3) Under “METHODS”, clearly state the Inclusion and Exclusion criteria for recruitment into the study.

4) The CONCLUSION is too verbose. Some of the explanations in there should have been included under the DISCUSSION. The CONCLUSION should just briefly summarize the key finding, answer the research question and suggest the way forward.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The Authours should consider rewriting the “REFERENCES” to clearly reflect the Vancouver style of referencing that has been used though out the manuscript. At least 6 names should be written out before an ‘et al’ if there are more than 7 names. If authours are less than 7 then all the names should appear. Please refer to 
https://guides.library.uq.edu.au/referencing/vancouver-ama/reference-list 
	

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


	The language quality is very good and quite suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall this study is quite relevant and has largely been well put together. Awareness creation about the prevention of cervical cancers through preventive strategies like vaccinations and regular screening will indeed go a long way to decrease the incidence of these cancers. I believe the few suggestions made if accepted will greatly improve readability.
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