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PART 1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

A good study that compared knowledge of 

STI,HIV/AIDS of two different treatment groups and 

also explored the perceptions of adolescent sexuality 

education in schools. 

 

The sampling system was a multistage, cross 

sectional and descriptive. This needs to be stated. 

Recommendation must be removed from the body of 

discussion. 

 

The limitations to this study should be stated in the 

methodology rather than in the discussion. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Now modified according to suggestion. 

 

 

 

It is international standard and reputed 

researchers suggestion that study 

limitations including methodological 

limitations should be placed in discussion. 

Does the editor of this journal suggest 

changing the standard system? Then we 

can put method limitation in methods 

section.  

Remember the authors are well-reputed 

international experts and published more 

than 100 papers. 
Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

It should be stated that the study is a comparative study 

between two groups. 

 

 

 

 

It is already stated in different way: 

“………HIV/AIDS and condom use 
among men and women who have 
been medically treated and not treated 
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for STIs…….” Page 2: Line 61 -63. 
However, we have now added  
“This is a comparative study between 
two groups, unsafe sex victims and 
non-victims”. 

Optional/Generalcomments 

 

 

 

 

 


