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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 
 

 
Abstract and introduction 
 The objective in the abstract is not clearly stated. 
 The method part in the abstract is too shallow. 
 Part 2.0 (LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK) is not part of a manuscript the manuscript, 

please see the author guideline of the journal. 
 Some updatable international reports and references are too old, for example; (United Nations Statistics Division, 

2006), Barringer (1990), etc… 
  In your abstract, some sentences are aimlessly written and does not give sense. For example; “According to data 

presented by the Provincial Department of Education, teenage motherhood increased by double in KwaZulu-Natal, 
South Africa, in 2006, compared to the previous year (Panday, Makiwane, Ranchod & Letsoalo, 2009). For example, 
in Niger, 87 percent of women surveyed were married, and 53 percent had given birth to a child before the age of 18 
(Locoh, 2000).” Your title concerns only about unmarried teenage mothers, be specific to your title.    

The method and material 
 The technical standards of the methods is suitable and sufficient details of the methods/process is described well and 

also including various religious church leaders is appreciable. 
 The ethical issue is well explained, but I did not get enough information about ethical clearance. 
 Who transcribed and translated from local language to English? The researchers or language expertise involved? If 

language expertise involved, should be acknowledged. 
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS 
 The teenage mothers are well stated, in the method part you stated as” Church leaders from the 10 selected 

churches within the Ajumako Enyan Essiam District were also involved in the study.” but nothing is said about them. 
 The data well controlled, authors provided and relevant, but some references are more than 10 year dated. For 

example: Anderson & Taylor (2001), Beck and Konnert (2007), etc.  
CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 The conclusion is supported by the data, discussed inside the manuscript. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  
 Follow the author guideline of the journal 
 Consider the punctuations, proper nouns, word spaces, singular and plural forms 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Generally,  
 Be specific to your objective, rather than listing all. 
 I am interested with the title, study design and sampling technique. 
 The problem of teenage mother is still public health issue for almost all sub-Saharan African developing countries.  
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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?  
 

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