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	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.


	This research examines the complex interplay of psychological factors such as loneliness, peer pressure, and self-esteem, therefore making a substantial contribution to the scientific understanding of pre-marital sexual behaviors among university freshman. The study addresses a critical gap in the existing literature by providing empirical data from a Nigerian context, where social and cultural factors create unique dynamics around sexuality. The findings indicating that pre-marital sexual behaviors are significantly influenced by self-esteem, loneliness, and peer pressure offer valuable insights for developing targeted psychological interventions and counselling initiatives within university settings. Moreover, the discovery of significant gender disparities in pre-marital sexual practices challenges existing studies and underscores the importance of contextual factors in understanding sexual behavior among youth.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title "Influence of Peer Pressure, Loneliness, and Self-Esteem on Premarital Sexual Activities Among Undergraduates in a Selected Private University in Osun State" is appropriate for the manuscript.
	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive, but I suggest some improvements for greater clarity and impact:
1. The abstract might begin with a brief statement on university students' premarital sexual activity to sufficiently define the study issue.

2. The methodology section should discuss purposeful sampling, age range, and standard deviation to contextualize the results.

3. The results section offers statistical data, although it may benefit from a brief note of the predictors' percentage variance (5% for psychological components and 14% for sociodemographic variables).

4. The abstract's conclusion might be strengthened by swiftly noting the surprising finding that women report higher pre-marital sexual activity than men, which contradicts previous research and makes a substantial contribution.

5. While the keywords are suitable, consider adding "gender differences" to reflect recent advances in the subject.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, with appropriate research design, methodology, and statistical analysis. 

However, I noted a few scientific limitations:

1. The finding that female students report higher pre-marital sexual activities than males contradict much of the
     existing literature, but the authors appropriately acknowledge this inconsistency and offer cultural
     explanations.

2. The study would benefit from more discussion about possible confounding variables and limitations of self-
    reported sexual behavior data, which is subject to social desirability bias.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient but could be strengthened in several ways:

Recency: While the manuscript includes some recent references (up to 2023), many citations are from 2018-2020. For a manuscript apparently written in 2023/2024, including more references from 2021-2024 would strengthen the literature base, particularly in rapidly evolving areas of research on youth sexual behavior.

Additional suggested references:

de Oliveira, L., et.al. (2021). Patterns of sexual behavior and psychological processes in asexual persons: a
           systematic review. International journal of impotence research, 33(6), 641–651.
           https://doi.org/10.1038/s41443-020-0336-3
Mader, S., Costantini, D., Fahr, A., & Jordan, M. D. (2025). The effect of social media use on adolescents'

          subjective well-being: Longitudinal evidence from Switzerland. Social science & medicine (1982), 365,

          117595. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2024.117595.

Abiodun, O., et.al. (2020). Influence of Perception of Family Support and Functioning on Adolescent High-Risk

          Sexual Behavior. The American journal of tropical medicine and hygiene, 104(3), 1153–1163.

          https://doi.org/10.4269/ajtmh.20-0732
Fassi, L., Ferguson, A.M., Przybylski, A.K. et al. (2025). Social media use in adolescents with and without mental health conditions. Nat Hum Behav https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-025-02134-4
Balance of references: The manuscript could benefit from more references on the Nigerian context of youth sexuality and cultural factors affecting sexual behavior in West Africa.

Methodological references: Including more citations about the methodological approaches to studying sensitive topics like sexual behavior would strengthen the research design justification.
	

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


	The English language quality of the article is generally adequate for scholarly article but would benefit from improvements in these areas:

Grammatical inconsistencies: There are occasional subject-verb agreement issues and tense inconsistencies throughout the manuscript. For example, in the introduction, "Pre-marital sexual activities have been identified as a prevailing social issue among the youths holding severe implications..." should be "...among youth, holding severe implications..."

Sentence structure: Some sentences are overly complex and would benefit from restructuring for clarity. For instance, the long sentences in the methodology section could be broken down into shorter, more digestible statements.

          Run-on sentences in the methodology section:

Original: "Out of a total population of 6,700 undergraduates across eight faculties in Redeemer's University, the Taro Yamane formula for proportional sampling was used to calculate a total of three hundred and eighty (380) as the sample size."

Improvement suggestion: "The study sampled 380 participants from a total population of 6,700 undergraduates across eight faculties in Redeemer's University. This sample size was calculated using the Taro Yamane formula for proportional sampling." 

 Statistical reporting inconsistencies: 
Original: "It was further observed that the variables contributed a significant variance of 5% to the total variance observed in pre-marital sexual activities among undergraduates [R = .22, R^2^ =.05, F (1, 376) = 6.32, p <.01]."

Improvement suggestion: "The variables collectively explained 5% of the variance in pre-marital sexual activities among undergraduates (R = .22, R² = .05, F(3, 376) = 6.32, p < .01)."
Technical terminology: While the manuscript generally uses appropriate academic language, some phrases could be more precise. For example, "...the prevalent practice of no open conversations about sex" could be rephrased as "the prevalent cultural taboo surrounding explicit sexual communication."

Consistency in citation style: There are minor inconsistencies in how references are cited within the text, which should be standardized. The manuscript appears to mix elements of APA, MLA, and other citation styles. For academic publication, I recommend standardizing to a single style (likely APA 7th edition based on the field of study) and ensuring all in-text citations and references follow the same format throughout the entire document.
Paragraph cohesion: Some paragraphs in the literature review section contain loosely connected ideas that would benefit from better transitional phrases or reorganization.
Formal academic tone: Occasionally, the writing shifts toward a more casual tone, which should be revised to maintain scholarly formality.
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