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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 topic is important and interesting. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Needs a modification

REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDES & PRACTICES AMONG SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL ADOLESCENTS IN THE KETU SOUTH MUNICIPALITY, GHNANA 

	

	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.


	1. There are some accusive statements like “It is believed that schoolwork keeps adolescents occupied and away from activities that could jeopardize their reproductive health
.” In the abstract.
2. Method section has results mixed to that. (The mean age for the study was 17.7. Majority (64.4%) of the students were females and also majority of the respondents were Christians (82.2%).

3. It mentions about a report. What is that report?
4. Mention the N= with the percentages

5. Nothing was mentioned on attitudes in the abstract

6. The conclusions are not based on the results

7. There are abbreviations in the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. There are many unnecessary tables and figures. Please limit the number of tables and figures and add only the necessary ones. 
2. Please label the tables and figures in a scientific way. The titles are not descriptive. The figures are not scientific. Please rethink and reorganize

3. Methods are VERY poorly described. The details are inadequate. It doesn’t even say the study is Ghana and the study period
4. Is the tool validated? How? Where? What are the data?

5. What is the ERC number?

6. In results, none has number and percentages together. It is poorly described
7. Some words like “Correlation “are used without a meaning

8. No limitations 

9. No recommendations
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Some of the references are very old ranging from 1998. Only few references are given. Please cite recent references. There are ample of recent 2024 literature on this topic. None of the references are from 2024. This section needs an improvement.
2. Some in text referencing are wrong. Especially when there are multiple referencing: ((Odoi-Agyarko, 2003) (GHS, 2016).) This is not the way to put multiple intext referencing
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