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PART 1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

Cancer is considered one of the diseases that spread in the present  
time, so the research that deals with this disease is many and useful.  
This research did not include important points in his work, but it was a  
statistical work only, as it did not address the causes of the disease  
and link them with each other and reach a solution to this problem.  

Rather, it was a general work with all its details. 
 
 

 
 
Our study utilized the data on cancer diagnoses reached in females over a 
20-year period to draw attention to the magnitude of the problem of cancer 
among Nigerian females. An investigation of the causes of these cancers 
was beyond the scope of the set objectives of our research. We went on to 
proffer possible solutions to stem the trend, and our suggestions were 
centred on grassroots approach. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The REFFERENCE are old . 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The idea is not bad, but the application is not good 
 
 

 

 
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) 
 
 

 
There were no ethical issues with this study, as it was conducted in retrospect 
using data on cancer diagnosis retrieved from departmental records, without 
compromising the identities of the patients. 
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