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The number of the study group is good-enough. 

Although there are some other studies like this, this 

study can be important for giving regional statistical 

data about thyroid neoplasm’s in Ibadan region. This 

study doesn’t give any information about diagnostic 

difficulties and why these patients underwent 

surgical resection. If any Fine Needle Aspiration 

(FNA)  was performed,  FNA findings can  be given.  

 

This manuscript needs a major revision of language. 

Used English is not good, mostly meaning is missing. 

 

Statistical analyses findings can be added to the 

tables. 

 

More recent references should be added. 

 

This study is a retrospective descriptive study. It is 

not an original study, but gives information about the 

distribution of thyroid neoplasm’s according to 

types, gender and ages in Ibadan. The findings should 

be compared with the world literature if there is a 

difference it should be discussed. If it is discussed 

these findings can be important. 
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