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Compulsory REVISION comments

The manuscript entitled as “Knowledge, Uptake and Barriers to Pap Smear Test among

Female Workers in the Rivers State University Teaching Hospital, Nigeria” is very nicely

written, very informative. The manuscript needs little polishing and minor revision before

this is accepted for publication. Please find comments below:

1. Inthe table after “Frequency” put (N) in Table 1. It will be easier to understand.
2. The figures don't look professional. Please replace them with more clear and bright 1. corrected for Table 1 & 2
ones.
) .| 2. They have been adjusted; clearer if opened with Microsoft 2010-13
3. Is there any consent taken from people or patients volunteered for research. This
can be mentioned in the methods section.
3. Respondents volunteered; see manuscript for corrections made.
4. The manuscript needs little polishing in grammar and typing errors.
4. Those seen have been corrected, see manuscript.
Many thanks.
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