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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 (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.


	The topic is important for not only Nigerian university students but also for other low and middle income countries’ university students reproductive health issues. It is timely relevant topic. The combination of cohabitation and emergency contraceptive provides an important insight for the field of study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is suitable.
	

	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.


	The background is well stated. But there are some suggestions 
· Include oods ratio with 95% confidence interval to explain the prevalence.

· Align the the wording of result and dicission with the main text.
· Quantify the “fair” explanation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript well written and structured. However, it it has many pitfalls to be revised before publication.
The method sections needs improvements

· The sampling method imposes limitations on the representativeness of the study. Autors should acknowledge the issue in the limitation section.

· The sample size calculations lacks clarity. The assumption of 76% needs a clear justifications. Marigin  of error was not explained.

· There are some pitfalls on the measurement tool.
·  Authors  did not explain the pre-test issue. Despite the authors mentioned about reliability, there is no clear evidence on reliability measurement. If you did reliability test for the tool, what was the Cronbach’s alpha value?
· Major variables were not well operationalized. Try to operationalize the main variables of the study.

· Analysis part lacks clarity. Mention whichvariables were enterd in bivariable and multivariable logistic regressiom model and explicitly discuss the omdels you applied.

· Present the logistic regression table using odds ratios .
The result section needs some improvments
· Tables fomating should be improve for better readability( percentage alignment, total add ups)

· Figure 1 needs proper labelling, axis title and legends.

· Logistic regression table should be reformatted by including reporting of significance with p-value and effect size( OR, Adjusted OR)
Dscussion section also needs some improvement
· Go beyond reporting the prevalence, explain why the reprted prevalence is lower in this study by using other previous literatures in similar settings if possible. 
· Add a clear possible justifications to the variability of the current prevalence and the prior studies’ prevalence.
· Focuss on theoretical or policy implication rather than descriptive comparison.
Genally the paper is scientifically sound if major revisions are made.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Generally the reference stlyle lacks consistency. It seems a mix of Vancouver and Harvard. Authors should apply one style consistently to avoid ambiguity and increase the readability of the paper.
Several references are dupilicate. Please check your references carefully.
Use references on cohabitation and EC in affrican university students if possible and available.
	

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


	There are some typos and grammatical errors throughout the manuscript . example “Material and Methods” = “Materials and Methods” 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Over all recommendation 
This paper is can be publishable if improvements are made in methodology, statistical interpretation, and discussion clarity. It will contribute to the field of reproductive health, particularly among university students. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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