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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 manuscript is important to scientific community based on: 
1. Its contribution to existing literature and filling the research gap
2. The findings of the study which can be useful in the field of psychology and sociology.

3. The recommendation of the study which suggested the importance of affordable sexual health education and counselling services to married couples so as to improve their sexual concerns 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of 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.


	The abstract of the article is comprehensive. However, the research approach need to be added.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and insufficient. The references are insufficient because there are quite a number of in-text references that are missing in the reference list, (Harold & Koeing (2001); NBS (2018); Yakubu (2020); Eze (2018); Udoka et al. (2019); Gonzalez & Viitanen (2009); Sheryln (2018); Alireza & Bagher (2016); Lawrence & Byer (2015); Pan (2013); and Uwaoma et al. 2016). 
There are some same citations that the year of publication in the reference list differ from the year in the intext.

  
	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the first paragraph of the article, it was observed that are factual statements that need sources for validity.

2. When the authors of a source are more than two and it’s been cited for the first time in the manuscript e.g., Omoniyi-Oyafunke et al, 2014. The names of all the authors need to be mentioned at first before using et al, 
3. There is no question mark in research question 3
4. Line 13 in second finding’s paragraph there is a minor grammatical error.
5. Research approach was not mentioned under methodology
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There is no any ethical issue.
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