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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

Abstract
Line 11, the sampling technique applied should be better stated,;
Line 16, punctuation mark

Introduction

Line 40, spelling error ‘practise’

Line 42, high risk sex should first be defined and statement rephrased
Line 59 ‘declining’ should be replaced with ‘decline’

Methodology
Line 100, should be rephrased, ‘were used’ should be removed.
Lines 145-151, was ethical clearance obtained for the study?

Result

Line 154 should be rephrased, the word ‘given’ should be replaced

Line 173-174, author should rephrase statement and replace ‘pregnancy prevention’
Line 177, author should define ‘self-protection’ it is unclear

Discussion
Lines 204-206; what are the possible reasons for the finding that was stated?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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