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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
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.

	This an important manuscript as research into sexual and reproductive health (SRH) targets one of the most pervasive health issues impacting the continuum of human life. Further, SRH issues are significant to the marginalized and vulnerable as it is these communities who are the most impacted. The manuscript is significant as it has tackled the issue of SRH among adolescents, a vulnerable age group and in a diverse area in an LMIC.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Minor revisions/ clarifications required as follow:
1. Table 2 and beyond – adolescents studying in the school cannot be employees. Either students or participants.
2. Fig 1 – no mention of the total number of participants (n) for this figure. Description of figure (male condom frequency 176) does not match the text. Not clear whether this figure is multiple response. 
3. Table 3 – Knowldedge questions have improper reliability and discrimination index. Three options correct in a multiple choice question hardly leaves any opportunity for a wrong answer. Could be the reason why students have scored so high on knowledge but not much association between practice and contraceptive use has been found.
4. Table 5, 6, 7 – n is missing. Contraceptive use will be a subset of sexual relations practice.
5. Table 7 – it is a multivariable logistic regression
6. Section 4.4.1 – incorrect interpretation of the chi square test, individuals who lived alone had the lowest proportion of good knowledge among all four groups.
7. Section 4.4.2 needs to be interpreted with caution. The difference in sexual activity among boys and girls may also be a result of disproportionate reporting due to social desirability bias. A subset analysis of adolescents whose parents discussed sexuality with them needs to be undertaken, to check for safe sex practices among these adolescents before making the interpretation that has been made.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient. Could have cited more recent sources as many references are more than 10 years old.
	

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

	Yes


	

	Optional/General comments

	This is an important manuscript, has strengths of large and varied sample size conducted in a setting where SRH issues are most relevant. Barring some methodological inconsistencies, it has been written well and lucidly, explaining what was done with clarity.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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