Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Research and Reports in Gynaecology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJRRGY_147180

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Factors influencing the sexual and reproductive health of adolescents in four secondary schools in the city of Mbouda

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The study is well thought of and conducted. Getting to know the level of knowledge and kind of practices by adolescents with respect to their sexual and reproductive health is very important and the first step in planning any activity or interventions to improve the same among the adolescents. So it is relevant
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Its more of identifying factors associated with knowledge, good attitude and practices related to  Sexual & reproductive health rather than factors influencing SRH that has been studied. SO in my opinion the title and objective must be reframed as ‘factors associated with knowledge, attitude and practices related to  Sexual & reproductive health of adolescents in four secondary schools in the city of Mboud
	

	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.


	Conclusion needs to be reframed with more specific points pertaining to the present study outcomes rather than general 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Mention the method of choosing 4 schools from 12 school in that area. 
· Details about choosing students in the selected school. Whether full enumeration or excluded any??? Etc to be mentioned in detail

· Why p was assumed @50% for the sake of including maximum sample? Justify?

· In results section:

    - Sex ratio at 0.43 is wrong way of representation

    - Table II – Variable heading is missing(already given birth) also grammatical mistakes in statement
    - fig 1 – legends and labelling is not in English (cannot comment on that)

    -  Mention the mean score on knowledge 
    - Also verify if good knowledge percentage is 0.5% (as mentioned in table III ) or its by mistake 

· Discussion section: 

    - reasons for not including 37 students need to be mention 

    - Mismatch of knowledge levels mentioned in results section and discussion section (0.5% vs 58.5%)
·   
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Recent references are relatively less. Include some more recent articles
· Some of the references are not quoted as per Vancouver style (eg:- 11, )
	

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


	Results section language can be improved if possible by re-writing few aspects. Otherwise its simple and clear
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