
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Cancer and Tumor International   
Manuscript Number: Ms_JCTI_43971 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Utilization of Cervical Cancer screening services in the Ejisu-Juaben municipality of Ghana: a cross-sectional study 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

 
Utilization of Cervical Cancer screening services in the Ejisu-Juaben municipality of 
Ghana: a cross-sectional study 
 
Punctuations should be inserted in the sentence so that long sentence are shortened and 
make connection to the next sentence.  
For example in the aims: To explore the factors affecting utilization of cervical cancer 
screening, including the knowledge level of cervical cancer among women in the Ejisu-
Juaben municipality of Ghana. 
It would be nice to have a brief background before the Aims in the Abstract. 
Some words are joined together and need to have a space between them. 
In Abstract, replace the word prevalence with awareness. 
Despite being one of the world’s deadliest, ------- 
The sentence is not complete after deadliest, so please complete the sentence.  
Rephrase lines 21-23 ending [4,5]. 
Line 41 remove for that matter after Ghana. 
Line 66 authors mention as tabulated below. Please provide the table number or the table. 
Authors mention about items in line 99 and 100, not clear. Please provide specifications. 
Rephrase line 101 102 from Women who marked 70% -------------- or poor knowledge. 
Rephrase line 111 from how do they -------- to the facility? 
Please make sure a 0 is inserted before the decimal. For example: <0.05 
Line 149 authors mention about Christian and mention of the non-Christian group. But in 
the table non-Christians have also been mentioned. It would be nice to provide what 
groups comprised of the non-Christian group. 
Line 167 replace whiles with while. 
Line 177 rephrase 46 out of the women. 
Line 186 should be screening status (table 4). 
Line 187 replace utilization with utilized the --------. 
Line 264 emb word is at the end of the sentence, not clear. 
Line 275 should read This study might have suffered from information biasness ---------. 
Line 286 replace the word prevalence with awareness. 
Consent is not needed because it has been mentioned in Ethical Consideration. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Attached, please find the word document addressing the changes needed. 
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