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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The paper is of great benefit to the scientific community since it offers practical and evidence-based understanding of how the media could be applied as a peace-building tool in a multi-ethnic and real-life environment. It is important because it avoids abstract arguments and is invaluable as a case study of how to ensure the control of ethnic and political tension in post-colonial regions rife with resources as it is in Africa and more so in Delta State, Nigeria. In addition, its discovery that community-based and local-language media are the most effective mediums offers a practical roadmap that is clear and easy to be followed by policymakers, journalists and civil society bodies that want to bring about social cohesion. Finally, the research contributes greatly as it does not emphasize how the media can be used to be the source of conflict but it could be strategically used to achieve understanding and stability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good but the word and is used twice in the title, which is not giving good impression. It’s better to slightly revise the title as “The Influence of Media Representation on Ethnic and Political Relations in Delta States”.
	

	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 good and comprehensive, but it can be strengthened to be more impactful and clearer. It clearly highlights the purpose, methodology and the key finding about community-based media. However, the abstract jumps straight into the study without first stating the issue it addresses. Adding a single sentence at the beginning to frame the problem would be very powerful. For example “Delta State, Nigeria, experiences recurrent ethnic and political tensions, often fueled by competition over resources and political power.”

The abstract says community media is most effective, but it doesn't explicitly state why the research found this to be true, beyond listing its features. You could tighten the language to say it was most effective "because of its grassroots relevance, cultural sensitivity, and use of local languages, which built greater trust with audiences."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and correct in its core structure and methodology, but it has several noticeable weaknesses that should be addressed to strengthen its academic rigor.

1. The manuscript does not state the sample size or the data collection method clearly. the total responses in Table 1 (1276), but don't know how these people were selected. Was it random? This is a major gap that makes it hard to judge if the results truly represent the whole population of Delta State.

2. The most glaring error is the reference to a “field survey 2025”. Research cannot be based on events or data from the future, as 2025 is not completed yet. So, this must be corrected to a past date such as January 2025 to September 2025 or by mentioning any previous complete year such as “field survey 2024”.

3. There are some typos (e.g., "Emoghene and Okolie (20220)").

4. Some in-text citations are missing from the reference list (e.g., Nnoli 2011, Ataide 2022), and some references in the list are not cited in the text (e.g., Philo, 2008).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are somewhat sufficient but not optimally recent. uses a good mix of classic, foundational theories (e.g., Giles, Galtung, Fairclough). This is appropriate and shows an understanding of the field's roots. There are several relevant and recent sources (from 2020-2024) that show an attempt to engage with current discourse, particularly on Nigerian and Delta State contexts (e.g., Okpala & Onudugu, 2023; Adetoun, 2022). Adding a few key references on community media in Africa and the role of digital platforms in peace building would greatly strengthen the academic foundation and contemporary relevance of the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is conceptually sound and suitable for scholarly communication, but the language requires careful editing to correct grammatical errors, (such as "Emoghene and Okolie (20220)"), reduce (such as "The litrary icon identified one of the types of conflict as that which occur between men." A more scholarly way to phrase this could be: "The literary critic identified one type of conflict as that which occurs between people."), and enhance overall clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research makes a genuine contribution to the field. With revisions focused on language, methodological, and with an addition of updated literature review, it has the potential to be an excellent publication. recommend major revisions to address these points before final acceptance.

This manuscript presents a strong and valuable research core with important findings. However, it needs some major revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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