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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by comprehensively synthesizing evidence on global adolescent contraceptive use, a topic of major relevance for public health, reproductive rights, and health equity. It highlights both regional disparities and universal barriers, providing a nuanced understanding of the structural, cultural, and policy-related challenges adolescents face. By integrating quantitative and qualitative findings, the paper not only consolidates current knowledge but also identifies promising interventions, which can inform evidence-based policymaking and program design. Given the persistent burden of teenage pregnancy and its impact on education, gender equality, and economic development, this review is highly relevant to global health researchers, policymakers, and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Contraceptive Use Among Teenagers: A Global Review of Trends and Barriers”, is clear, informative, and appropriate for scholarly communication. It accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript.

Optional alternative title might be: “Adolescent Contraceptive Use Worldwide: Trends, Barriers, and Policy Implications” – which emphasizes the global scale and forward-looking perspective.
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive, well-structured, and includes the problem background, regional disparities, identified barriers, and implications for policy and practice. It effectively summarizes the scope and findings of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate use of global data, peer-reviewed studies, and reputable reports from organizations such as WHO, UNFPA, and Guttmacher Institute. The methodology is rigorous, with clearly defined inclusion/exclusion criteria and quality appraisal. The interpretation of findings is balanced and consistent with the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, diverse, and include both seminal works (e.g., Blanc 2001; Kirby 2007) and recent evidence (UNFPA 2022; UNICEF 2021). The balance between peer-reviewed studies and authoritative reports strengthens the reliability of the manuscript.

The authors may consider adding very recent systematic reviews (post-2022) on adolescent contraceptive uptake and digital health interventions, as this field is evolving rapidly.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, formal academic English. The quality of writing is suitable for scholarly publication, with only minor instances where long sentences could be simplified. Overall, it meets the standards of international academic communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an excellent, timely, and well-prepared manuscript that provides a global overview of adolescent contraceptive use. Its integration of sociocultural, structural, and policy perspectives makes it particularly valuable for cross-disciplinary audiences. With minor refinements in the abstract and the possible inclusion of very recent references, the paper is well-positioned for publication.
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