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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community. It addresses a significant 
public health issue by exploring the association between alcohol consumption, tobacco 
smoking, and sexual behaviors among men in Côte d'Ivoire. This research fills a gap in the 
current literature by providing data specific to a Sub-Saharan African context, where there is 
limited evidence on these interrelated behaviors. Additionally, the findings can inform 
targeted interventions and policy measures to improve sexual and reproductive health 
outcomes in this region. 
 
 
2. The title effectively conveys the study's content without being sensational or misleading. 
 
3. In the results section of the abstract, presenting some key numbers and percentages can 
help to better understand the findings. 

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are not appropriate. 

 
5. The manuscript is scientifically correct. 

7. The provided references are largely sufficient and up-to-date; however, some sources 
are older and some significant recent studies are not mentioned. It is recommended to 
add newer sources and more comprehensive studies to the reference list. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly 
communication. 
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