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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 
 

 
1. The authors should provide statistics (data from surveys or prior studies), for the failure of male 

condoms in the introduction/ lit review section. 
2. In the methodology section, nowhere it is mentioned that consent was sought from the 

respondents. Provide a few clear statements regarding the consent (oral or written) sought from 
the respondents and the confidentiality of the data as well their privacy.  

3. Write results in the past tense. 
4. Title of all the tables seems to be incomplete, they should be rechecked. Include the data set and 

country in the title as well as the tables should be self-explanatory.  
5. The text of the tables should be made ‘sentence case’ rather than Upper case’, except wherever 

necessary.  
6. Provide one or two sentences regarding the limitations of the study. 
7. Recommendations should be more than just about the counselling programs.  
8. There are several grammatical mistakes throughout the manuscript. The write-up of the 

manuscript should be checked again with the help of software like Grammarly before 
resubmission. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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