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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.


	This paper offers important lessons on the epidemiology and diagnostic accuracy of HPV infections in a high-burden, low-resource setting and adds crucial regional statistics to our evolving understanding of cervical cancer risk worldwide. By directly comparing the traditional approach to VIA and VILI with an advanced molecular diagnostic alternative, it underscores the weaknesses of VIA and VILI and underscores the rationale for introducing a molecular HPV test, such as one of those on GeneXpert, into routine programs. The description of HPV genotype diversity highlights, in addition to informing vaccine strategy, also monitoring considerations in order to address local heterogeneity. In general, this study could contribute the evidence-based enhancements to cervical cancer screening and prevention by such interventions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title "Genetic Diversity of Human Papillomavirus and Comparative Analysis of Conventional and Molecular Methods for Diagnosis of Cervical Cancer among Women in Nakuru County Referral and Teaching Hospital, Kenya" is quite comprehensive but somewhat long and complex.

A suitable title should be clear, concise, and highlight the key focus areas of the study to attract the right readership. An alternative title could be:

"HPV Genetic Diversity and Diagnostic Accuracy of Conventional versus Molecular Cervical Cancer Screening Methods in Nakuru County, Kenya"
This option retains the essence of sampling (HPV diversity, method comparison, and cervical cancer screening), and location of study while being more concise and comprehensible for the scientific audience.

Such a title easily reveals the study’s depth and importance in simple words, which would make it easy for indexing purpose as well as to draw targeted readers interest and researchers.


	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is thorough and does a good job of summarizing the study's background, methodology, main findings, conclusions, and suggestions. The study's design, context, participant characteristics, key findings regarding HPV prevalence and diagnostic test performance, and practical and future research implications are all clearly highlighted.

Nonetheless, the following ideas could improve completeness and clarity:

1. To strengthen the study's scope, briefly discuss sample size and inclusion criteria under methodology.
2. For clarity, clearly state in the results section the relative performance of the VIA and VILI sensitivity and specificity values.

3. To highlight the rigor of the study, briefly mention the regulatory compliance and ethical approvals.

4. To give a fair summary, think about including a sentence discussing the study's shortcomings or possible difficulties.

5. Given the low vaccination rates noted, the recommendation section might more clearly stress the significance of raising HPV vaccination coverage.

These changes would improve the abstract's usefulness for a range of audiences, including researchers, clinicians, and policymakers, by making it more accurate and in line with best practices in scientific writing for screening and diagnostic studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically correct based on the literature that is currently available and scientific validation studies. It makes use of tried-and-true diagnostic techniques, like HPV DNA testing with the GeneXpert platform, which has been shown in numerous studies to have high sensitivity and specificity in identifying high-risk HPV types linked to cervical cancer. Standard procedures for HPV screening research are followed by the methodology, which includes specimen collection, molecular testing, and diagnostic accuracy analysis.
Existing evidence, which emphasizes the improved performance of molecular diagnostics in low-resource settings when integrated into screening programs, is consistent with the results showing the superior sensitivity and reliability of molecular HPV testing over traditional methods like VIA and VILI. The results regarding genetic diversity and the emphasis on high-risk HPV genotypes like 16, 18, and 45 are also consistent with the established epidemiology of HPV and cervical cancer.
Sensitivity, specificity, predictive values, and multivariate analysis are examples of statistical analysis and data presentation that are suitable for these kinds of investigations and exhibit strict scientific standards. ​

Overall, the manuscript is a good addition to the field of cervical cancer screening research because it follows scientific principles and builds upon epidemiological data and validated diagnostic tools.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It would, however, enhance the manuscript's scholarly foundation and show that the author is aware of the most recent developments in HPV molecular diagnostics and cervical cancer screening if it included more recent high-impact publications from 2023 to 2025. Notable additions might consist of:

· The shift to primary HPV testing and the effect of HPV vaccination on screening methods are highlighted in recent reviews of the development of cervical cancer screening.​

· New research on the viability and acceptability of HPV molecular testing in environments comparable to Nakuru or with limited resources.​

· Action plans and guidelines at the national or international level that focus on HPV vaccination and the integration of molecular screening in the fight to eradicate cervical cancer.
· Clinical studies or updated systematic reviews of GeneXpert HPV testing performance attest to its status as a trustworthy gold standard for diagnosis.​

By including such recent references, the study will become more relevant for policy and clinical audiences, improve its scientific rigor, and put it at the forefront of ongoing global efforts. Although the cited literature is sound overall, it is advised that it be updated to reflect recent advancements in both research and policy.
	

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


	The language and quality of English in the article, as submitted, are appropriate for scientific communication. Writing is formal, clear, and concise, with proper structure in line with conventions of academic writing and suitable for publication in scientific journals. The manuscript has an objective tone, correctly uses technical vocabulary, and systematically presents information, which enables readers to comprehend better a complex research output from a scholarly perspective.

Where necessary, some sentences could be tightened for conciseness and flow; overall, however, the language demonstrates a good understanding of academic requirements, such as clarity, proper use of technical terms, and logical flow. In this way, it is assured that the research will be accessible to experts and practitioners alike without ambiguity or informal expressions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses the significant public health challenge of determining the prevalence and genetic diversity of high-risk HPV and comparing the diagnostic performance of conventional screening methods-VIA and VILI-with molecular testing for HPV in Nakuru County, Kenya. This study has a reasonably strong cross-sectional design with a sample of 123 women and applies the GeneXpert platform to ensure the accuracy of HPV testing.
Key findings point out that the HPV positivity rate is 24%, the predominant genotypes are 16, 18, and 45, and molecular testing is far more sensitive and reliable than VIA and VILI. The identification of age and history of sexually transmitted infections as significant predictors of HPV positivity strengthens these findings. These findings support the revision of cervical cancer screening strategies in low-resource settings.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically rigorous, and well set within the context of existing literature. The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but minor editing could further improve readability. The references are mostly relevant and current; however, adding a few recent high-impact studies and updated guidelines will further strengthen the manuscript.
This study, therefore, brings to the fore valuable data that supports the inclusion of molecular HPV testing into national screening programs, while at the same time emphasizing the need for expanded HPV vaccination and awareness campaigns. This paper contributes meaningfully to efforts on cervical cancer prevention in Kenya and other similar contexts and deserves publication with minor improvements.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No apparent ethical issues are found in participant recruitment, data management, or clinical procedures. However, it would be useful if the manuscript discussed briefly how privacy and cultural sensitivities were maintained during screening and informed consent, which is generally an ethical concern in cervical cancer screening programs.

Overall, the manuscript maintains appropriate ethical standards consistent with the best practices in cervical cancer screening research and public health ethics.

	


Reviewer details:

Shafaq Chaudhry, National University of Modern Languages, Lahore Campus, Pakistan

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

