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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.


	While this is a timely and interesting topic, current manuscript lacks scientific rigidity. However, if this manuscript is polished and rewritten then I believe it will add great value to the empirical evidence regarding reproductive health knowledge, attitude and practices among adolescents of developing countries. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable, but it can be rewritten for specificity as “REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDES & PRACTICES AMONG ADOLESCENTS IN SELECTED SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS IN THE KETU SOUTH MUNICIPALITY, GHANA”
	

	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 but I would suggest deleting some portion of the background as it is not necessary and not the most important part of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, It greatly suffers from weak methodology, loose arguments and unclear explanation of the study findings and its inferences.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are sufficient, they were cited incorrectly. For example, many of the references do not have journal names.
	

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


	No, there is a scope for improvement of the language quality for scholarly communication.
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