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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The author has taken a topic which is crucial for today’s youth and there is much discussion about its introduction and importance for them. The topic is sensitive and the author has depicted its details based on relevant data. The author has also described the kind of problems youth face when sex education is not introduced in the curriculum. Not only that, the author has given precise recommendations and practical implications related to the topic for further research in this field. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the article is suitable.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. The author can use capital letter while starting each statement in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is well structured in a scholarly manner.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and citing the novelty of the topic, they are recent also.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the language is correct.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The topic chosen is the need of the hour and has a novel approach.
2. The manuscript is well structured.

3. Each subtopic is well explained and the scientific details to authenticate the manuscript is given elaborately.

4. The data presented is well interpreted and the sample taken is pretty big (300) which gives the basis of a generalised/objective result.
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