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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?  
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable?               

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?  
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?   

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form.  
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 

1- Was a comparison made for this study with similar environments from Brazil, with an 

analysis of the prevalence rate of human papilloma virus (HPV) in oropharyngeal cancer 

between them? 

2- Did the study take into consideration the physiological factors such as the gender of the 

students, male or female, and the economic situation? 

3- Family history of infection with these viruses, in addition to previous infections with any 

virus? 

4- A combined prevalence of 18% of human papillomaviruses in oropharyngeal cancer in 

Brazil. This percentage is low. What is your explanation for this case? 

5- Alcoholic beverages , smoking and human papilloma virus infection (HPV) are among the 

important risk factors for oropharyngeal cancer. Was it conducted on students? 

6- Discuss the following statement “In recent decades, the prevalence of human 

papillomavirus in these tumors has increased globally, especially in the more developed 

countries.” 

7- The prevalence of human papillomavirus in oropharyngeal tumors in developing 

countries. Most studies show a decrease in human papillomavirus cases in oropharyngeal 

tumors. Explain this reason? 

8- We used the R studio program to conduct the meta-analysis, which is a statistical 

program that is accepted worldwide by the scientific community in what differs from other 

statistical programs, SPSS or SAS. 

9- General Prevalence of HPV in Oropharyngeal Cancer in the Brazilian Population HPV 

Prevention Programs and Educational Measures Need to Be Better Organized Are Poor 
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Services Among Study Areas Related to Virus Prevalence? 

10- Were the statistical analyzes taken for the P-VALUE value? 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
Yes  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

11- If you were asked to do an additional procedure to improve the results, what would you 

do? 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
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) 
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