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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. Yes 
2. Yes 
3. Yes 
4. Yes 
5. Regarding ethical approval, the text provided does not explicitly mention whether ethical 

approval was obtained for the study. Ethical approval is essential for research involving 
human subjects to ensure that ethical standards are maintained and participants' rights are 
protected. Therefore, it's important to include a statement indicating whether ethical 
approval was obtained and provide details about the ethical review process, including any 
relevant institutional review board (IRB) approval numbers or ethical clearance certificates. 
This ensures transparency and demonstrates compliance with ethical guidelines for 
research involving human participants. 

6. No, I believe that some recent and current WHO GUIDELINES must be approached and 
discussed due to the huge impact that it had mainly after the 2020 launch of the initiative to 
eradicate cervical cancer 
- Global strategy to accelerate the elimination of cervical cancer as a public health 

problem. Geneva: World Health Organization; 2020 
 

 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Another point of significant attention is the opportunity to improve the fluency of language in the 
text. There are sentences where improvements are possible, such as: 
 
In the Introduction section, "Awal Bros Hospital" is consistently spelled as "Awal Brols Hospital." 
This inconsistency should be corrected for accuracy. 
 
In the Introduction, the sentence "Every day there are 100 newly diagnosed cases of cervical 
cancer which cause 57 Indonesian women to die" could be rephrased for clarity: "Every day, 100 
new cases of cervical cancer are diagnosed, resulting in the deaths of 57 Indonesian women." 
 
The phrase "it does not show any striking symptoms or even no symptoms" in the Introduction 
could be clearer if written as "it may not exhibit any noticeable symptoms or may present with no 
symptoms at all." 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is relevant to the topic it studies, as it addresses an important public health issue – 
cervical cancer – in a specific geographic area, providing insights into the demographic and clinical 
characteristics of affected individuals. Understanding these characteristics can inform targeted 
interventions for prevention, early detection, and treatment. Therefore, the study contributes 
valuable information to the field of oncology and public health, particularly in the context of cervical 
cancer management in Indonesia.  
Overall, the conclusions drawn in the discussion section appear to be appropriate based on the 
data presented in the study. They provide a concise summary of the key findings and their 
implications. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Thais Heinke 

Department, University & Country Universidade Federal De São Paulo, Brazil 

 
 


