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Title:  
Too long need to revised  
Materials and methods 
-the author/s have left the reader with a lot of question 
i. why chose the Ogun and Etick states- what was special in 
the chosen study areas 
ii. why use multistage  and semi-structured  - need an 
explanation 
 
Results 
-table of results need to revised 
- line 137-140  are part of the results 
- associated factors with inconstant use of the sexual active 
young person did not come out vivid 
Discussion 
To be re-written. There is no flow of ideas in the discussion 
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Introduction 
There is problem of English 
Eg Line 17- will should was 
 Line 23. We do not start a sentence with number 
Line 37  the argument should be backed with reference so is 
line 38 and 41 
line 44 and 45 are not well linked 
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Researcher/s are addressing an important aspect of 
protection against HIV and STI. However it is not well written. 
There is some problems in English language. 
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