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	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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by providing context-specific evidence on how parent–adolescent communication influences adolescent sexual and reproductive health (SRH) outcomes in both urban and rural settings. By identifying predictors and barriers of communication, the study addresses a critical gap in SRH research in sub-Saharan Africa, where cultural and contextual factors often hinder effective dialogue. The findings not only demonstrate the protective role of parental engagement in delaying sexual debut and reducing risky behaviours but also highlight disparities that can guide tailored interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	“Predictors and Influence” is redundant; both describe effects. 
Can think of; “Parent–Adolescent Communication as a Determinant of Adolescent Sexual and Reproductive Health in Urban and Rural Schools of Bayelsa State, Nigeria” which is based on your analysis conducted
 If it remains how its then must do logistic regression analysis which is missing.
	

	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.


	  Background: Write 1–2 sentences on why PAC matters for adolescent SRH in Nigeria.

  Objective: State the study aim directly.

  Methods: Include study design, population, sample size, and analysis type.

  Results: Highlight key significant findings and their implications (not just percentages).

  Conclusion: Emphasize the major take-home message and policy relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The topic, design and data collection appear reasonable but current analysis, reporting and interpretation have important flaws that undermine scientific correctness

1. Causality claim risk (design limitation)
· Cross-sectional data can only show associations, not causation. At several points the manuscript implies causal influence of PAC on behaviours (e.g., “PAC helped delay sexual debut”). This overstates what the design supports.

2. Unclear / incomplete sample-size derivation
· The manuscript states a sample of 248 was “calculated using the formula for comparing two proportions” but does not show the input parameters (assumed p, power, alpha, effect size or design effect). This prevents assessing statistical power.

· No allowance for clustering or design effect is shown despite multistage sampling.

3. Sampling implementation and representativeness issues
· Four-stage sampling is described, but choosing one urban and one rural school per ward may not be proportional to school sizes or student populations and can introduce bias.

· There is no description of how many students were sampled per school, how lists were obtained, or how non-response was handled.

4. Mismatch between variable types and statistical tests
· Many outcomes and predictors are categorical (yes/no, categories), yet results are reported with t-values and “independent sample t-test” for proportions. Using t-tests for categorical distributions is inappropriate. Chi-square tests (or Fisher’s exact) should be used for categorical comparisons; t-tests only for continuous, approximately normally distributed variables.

· No multivariable analysis is presented. Bivariate p-values do not account for confounding.

5. No multivariable modelling or adjustment for clustering
· To claim independent predictors, you must run logistic regression models controlling for confounders

· Because of clustered sampling (students within schools), analyses must account for clustering and report robust standard errors or random effects.

6. Potential biases not addressed
· Recall bias and social desirability bias are likely with sensitive SRH questions there is no discussion of mitigation (privacy during interview, self-administered questionnaires for sensitive items, etc.).

· Selection bias: restricting to adolescents who lived with parents ≥2 years may omit important subgroups (e.g., orphans, boarding students), affecting generalizability.

7. Presentation of results lacks effect sizes and confidence intervals
· The tables report percentages and p-values but do not show relative measures (odds ratios, risk ratios), confidence intervals or measures of magnitude. P-values alone are insufficient.

8. Interpretation overreach and limited discussion of limitations
· Some statements read as causal and generalize beyond the sampled population; the limitations section should explicitly list and discuss the biases above and how they affect interpretation. 
· Reword causal language: use “associated with” instead of “led to” or “caused.” Tie conclusions to the scope of the cross-sectional findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes, but it requires editing to avoid some errors. 

1. Adolescence is a critical window for shaping sexual and reproductive health (SRH) outcomes, yet indicators remain concerning in Nigeria and across sub-Saharan Africa.” → could be simplified without losing meaning.
2. “a number of factors to be independent predictors” → should be “a number of factors were independent predictors”
3. “the study included male and female adolescents attending…” → can be shortened to “the study included adolescents (both male and female) attending…”
4. “The above results are consistent with the study by Feyissa et al.” could be refined to “These findings align with those of Feyissa et al., who reported…”.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a relevant and timely manuscript that contributes valuable evidence on parent–adolescent communication and adolescent sexual and reproductive health in Nigeria. However, important methodological and analytical revisions are required, particularly in sample size justification, statistical analysis, and clarity of outcome measurement. With these improvements, the paper will make a strong contribution to adolescent health research and policy.”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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