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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it provides robust, context-specific empirical evidence on the determinants of youth physical violence using a multinomial logistic regression framework, which allows for a more nuanced analysis of non-ordinal violence outcomes than traditional binary models. By integrating demographic, family, psychological, and economic factors within a single analytical model, the study advances methodological rigor and deepens understanding of the multifaceted nature of youth violence in developing-country settings, particularly Nigeria. The findings contribute valuable insights for researchers, policymakers, and public health practitioners by identifying key risk and protective factors that can inform evidence-based interventions and violence prevention strategies. Moreover, the study fills an important empirical gap in the literature by focusing on Makurdi Metropolis, thereby enriching comparative research on youth violence across different socio-cultural contexts
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the core focus of the study by specifying the analytical method (multinomial logistic regression), the key subject (youth violence), and the study location (Makurdi, Nigeria). The title is precise, informative, and aligns well with the research objectives, methodology, and findings presented in the manuscript, making it appropriate and clear for the scientific community.


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured, as it clearly states the research problem, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, a few minor improvements could further strengthen it.

First, the abstract could briefly state the sample size to give readers a clearer sense of the study’s scope. Second, while the main findings are well described, they could be slightly condensed to avoid repetition and improve clarity, particularly in the discussion of psychological factors. Third, the abstract may benefit from explicitly highlighting the practical or policy implications of the findings in one concise sentence to emphasize its relevance beyond academia. No major deletions are necessary; these additions and minor refinements would enhance clarity, completeness, and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound overall. The research problem is clearly defined, the choice of multinomial logistic regression is appropriate for the non-ordinal categorical outcome, and the methodology is consistent with established statistical practice. The data analysis is systematic, key model assumptions are tested (multicollinearity, model fit, homoscedasticity), and the interpretation of results is largely supported by the statistical findings and existing literature.

However, a few minor scientific clarifications would further strengthen the manuscript. These include clearer justification of the sampling strategy (given the use of online Google Forms), more explicit discussion of potential response bias, and slightly tighter alignment between some psychological interpretations and the reported coefficients. These issues do not undermine the scientific validity of the study but addressing them would improve rigor, transparency, and reproducibility. Overall, the manuscript meets acceptable scientific standards and makes a valid empirical contribution to the literature on youth violenc


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and appropriate for the scope of the study. The manuscript draws on a broad range of peer-reviewed journal articles, authoritative reports, and established theoretical works (e.g., Social Learning Theory and General Strain Theory), which adequately support the research framework, methodology, and interpretation of findings. The reference list also reflects good coverage of Nigerian and international studies, which strengthens the contextual relevance of the work.

However, while many references are relevant, the proportion of very recent studies (last 5–7 years) could be slightly improved, particularly in the areas of youth violence, mental health, and advanced statistical modeling. To enhance the manuscript’s currency and scholarly impact, the authors may consider adding a few more recent references such as:

· World Health Organization (2021 or 2022) reports on youth violence and global injury prevention.

· Recent empirical studies (2020–2024) applying multinomial or mixed-effects logistic regression to youth violence, crime, or public health outcomes in low- and middle-income countries.

· Updated reviews on youth mental health and violence linkages published in journals such as Journal of Adolescent Health, Social Science & Medicine, or BMC Public Health.

These additions would further strengthen the manuscript by demonstrating engagement with the most current research, but the existing reference list is already adequate and does not require major revision.


	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the manuscript uses an academic tone, appropriate terminology, and clear structure across sections. The arguments are understandable, and the statistical methods and results are communicated in a way that is accessible to an academic audience.

However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to improve clarity, conciseness, and grammatical accuracy. Some sentences are overly long or repetitive, there are occasional grammatical errors and inconsistencies in tense and wording, and a few sections would benefit from smoother transitions. These issues are largely stylistic rather than substantive and do not affect the scientific content. A careful professional copy-editing or proofreading would enhance readability and presentation, bringing the manuscript fully in line with high scholarly publishing standards.
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