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This artic le is interesting, but i t can be accepted under modifications.  
1. Introduction  
- The introduction is very long.  So many points  sho uld be removed and be forwarded 

to the discussion 
-  The range of risk of cervical cancer is not only b ase between 15-49 years 
2. Materials and methods 
- The description of the study area is too vast. Many  points of that description are not 

so important: the distance from the town to the hos pital, the number of professionals 
workers, …. 

- The period of time used for the study should be pré cised 
3. Result and discussion 
- Results and discussion should be divided in two sec tions:  

3.1 Results 
3.2 Discussion 

         -      not all the elements in the table m ust be             commented, because they have 
been already mentioned in the table 
        -      Your discussion is localized only in  Nigeria. Try to compare your results with 
Africans and/or the world researchers.  
          5.   References 
The references are not written following the author  guidelines. 
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