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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 
 

This retrospective study describes the laryngeal tumors seen in the University of Port 
Harcourt Teaching Hospital between the years 2009 to 2018. The epidemiological 
characteristics (age range and gender distribution) and the main clinical manifestations of 
these lesions are highlighted. The manuscript contains three keywords, three figures, and 
twenty-three references. Overall, it is a correct manuscript, although some remarks are 
made. 
 
Specific comments on different sections of the manuscript are summarized. 
 
Abstract 
All the abbreviations and acronyms, although well-known, should be explained the first time 
they are used as you correctly do in other sections of your manuscript. 
 
Keywords 
The manuscript presents only three keywords. According to the journal’s guidelines, 
provide about 4-8 keywords. For keywords, where possible, please use Medical Subject 
Headings terms (MeSH Terms). None of them is a MeSH term. Alternative MeSH terms 
proposed could be “laryngeal neoplasms” better than “laryngeal tumor”, “carcinoma, 
squamous cell” rather than “squamous cell carcinoma”. 
These suggestions about keywords are optional, not mandatory. 
 
Other manuscript sections 
In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in square brackets [1], 
not as superscripts

1
. Please, correct this. 

Please, provide further information about statistical software (company, address, etc.). 
 
References 
Total number of manuscript references: 23. 
The reference format does not match the journal's instructions about references. 
References should be checked carefully to transcribe them accurately according to the 
reference format. 
All references should follow the following style: 
Reference to a journal: 
1. Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp 
Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98. 
Note: List the first six authors followed by et al. 
Note: Use of DOI number for the full-text article is encouraged. (if available). 
Note: Authors are also encouraged to add other database's unique identifier (like PUBMED 
ID). 
For further information on this topic, please consult the following link: 
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/general-guideline-for-authors 
 
Figures 
Total number of manuscript figures: 3. 
The figures have appropriate figure legends. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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