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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 
 

The paper provides us interesting data of incidence of breast 
cancer in Nigerian population.  But the text needs to be 
improved. 
For a review, this text has a small introduction and a simple 
discussion. 
Paper writing needs to be corrected in many places.  Errors 
like: two spaces, absence of points, or wrong punctuation are 
common here. 
Some paragraphs needs to be rewritten.  
For example  
in line 7: twice the word lesions, the second lesion can be 
removed;  
in line 8: twice the words:   north central Nigeria, the first can 
be removed. ’’ This study aimed in examining…”. 
Line 25: can removed the second breast; 
Line 29: The paragraph “In Nigerian and with…the overall 
yearly on the increase” needs to be rewritten. 
Line 30-31:  not cancer of the cervix: cervical cancer; 
Line 32: “A review of solid cancers in Zaria showed that breast 
cancers was second only to cancer of the cervix.” – needs to 
be rewritten – was second only to….missing words and 
English correction. 
Line 32 and 33: ‘’ gave the incidence of developed breast 
cancer in Nigeria to be between 7 to 10,000’’ – missing words 
and English correction. 
Line 34: “our environment”: the authors need to be more 
formal and replace words like that. Remove: Our environment 
and substitute for: Nigeria population. 
Line 36: lack space: “presentation.With” 
Line 39: “Benue state university teaching hospital” – The 
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initials in upper case. 
Line 48: lack space and points. 
Line 50 until 53: put (; )in the place of (.) between of the 
examples. 
Figure 1: y axis legend is missing. 
Figure 3: overlapping numbers; legend: ‘’to the breast’’ – of 
the breast;   
Figure 4: can be removed because provides the same data of 
figure 1. 
Line 100: “an incidence that is lower to other work (16)” – what 
work? Be more formal. 
Line 125: first paragraph of conclusion needs to be rewritten. 
Line 127: missing spaces and points. 
 
Introduction, Discussion and conclusion needs to be 
improved. In terms of English correction and enrichment of 
literature data. 

Minor REVISION comments   
Optional/General comments 
 

All the text needs to be improved, with more literature data 
and correction of English writing. 
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