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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The idea for the research is interesting, and the analysis was comprehensive. It will give us new perspective about self-medication in younger population. This should be encouraging us and also the government to take considerable approach as to which medicine can be bought over the counter and which medicine shouldn’t be given without prescription.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I feel like the word ‘unpacking’ is not really suitable. I suggest to change the word or just delete it to make it more appealing to the scientific communities. 
Suggestion of title: 

1. Self-Medication among Ghanaian Youth: Intersections of Knowledge, Attitudes, Practices, and Socio-Demographic Predictors in Sagnarigu, Northern Region
2. Investigating Self-Medication among Youth in Northern Ghana: Knowledge, Attitudes, Practices, and Predictive Factors
	

	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.


	It was too long, it has more than 400 words. It should be reduced as per the journal requirements of max 300 words. Some sentences can be deleted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The oldest references are from 2005, although I can see why the author put it in the references because of the similarity in the journal title. As long as the editor permits it, it's okay. I can see the author really considered the references. Kudos if the author is using Mendeley. 
	

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


	The English quality of the article is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research is interesting, with quite a detailed analysis and good language quality. I think it deserve an appreciation for the author. But some minor revisions should be done. Especially for the abstract and the title of the manuscript.
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