Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advanced Research and Reports

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ AJARR_147108

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Factors Influencing the Usage of Life-Saving Equipment among Commercial Boat Users and Operators in Southern Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	


	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 manuscript provides valuable specific questionnaire data on maritime safety compliance in Southern States Nigeria, a context with boating activities.
The outcome shows a significant disconnect between these motivations and actual usage, which is highlighted by the very weak correlation. This finding is useful for the public health and transport safety communities as it strongly suggests that policy interventions must prioritize enforcement over awareness campaigns to effectively reduce drowning and injury risks.
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. But the key findings are presented in a way that is confusing, I would suggest the following revision to improve clarity:

1. Clarify the results by defining what the commuter percentages (30.1% and 44.4%) represent and explicitly stating which variables were compared to find the weak correlation (R=0.099, R2 =0.010).

2. The abstract states that users are motivated by safety and prevention of drowning. It then concludes that there is a need for awareness creation among the commuters. Propose the link between Results and conclusion:
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