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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 
 

 
You may need to mention the role of proper contraceptive use, especially barrier 
methods, among sexually active female students. The rationale of the study is 
wobbling. The authors need to be spelt out what is known on the subject and 
highlight any gaps their study would fill. Their study does not provide any additional 
information the body of evidence. 
 
Their study design is wrongly written. A cross-sectional design is just okay.  
 
The abstract need to re-written.  
There are major punctuation issues and structural lacunae in the English 
construction of this article. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The scientific soundness and robustness of this article is not in doubt, however, in the light 
of currently available information on the subject the authors need to be more creative. 
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