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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 is based on an important topic, especially at this moment in Nigeria when reports of violence is rising. It has done this using a robust analytical framework. This framework gave a detailed analysis and provided insight into the in-depth relationship and predictability of the variables assessed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title of the article is not suitable.
The article was basically on youth physical violence and its predictors however the current title gave a broad impression that it involved other forms of violence as it was not specific. An alternative title would have been: APPLICATION OF MULTINOMIAL LOGISTIC REGRESSION ON PHYSICAL VIOLENCE IN THE YOUTH IN MAKURDI – NIGERIA
	

	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 use of the term mental health status in the abstract: This is a broad term which could indicate several mental health issues. Which specific mental health issues were being referred to.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. 
Repetitions of statement in paragraph 9 and 10 were seen in paragraph 14 and 15.

The term IIA was used in the introduction without writing in full at first use with abbreviation in bracket

Invented was written as inverted in the last paragraph on page 4

Intext citations were inconsistently written. Some citations had both name of author and year in bracket while some had just the year.

Why were economic factors separated in the objectives as number 3 and not listed in number 1 as others?

What specific tools were used in data collection i.e. what tool were used to assess family support, as well as psychological, and economic factors.

Anxiety is also a mental health issue. How did you separate this from the general term mental health during data collection?
The term mental health is too broad. Which specific mental health issues did you address? How was this asked? Was it using a standard questionnaire, adapted, adopted or made by the author? 

Some youths may not be aware that they have mental health issues because they may not be able to make the diagnosis themselves. How was this handled during the data collection?

The interpretation of mental health in the discussion for table 10 is different from that in table 3: Mental health was regarded as no mental health issues in table 3 and that youth who reported no mental health issues were more likely to engage in violent behavior , however, in table 10 it was discussed that poor mental well-being potentially involving unresolved trauma, depression, or emotional instability can heighten susceptibility to aggressive behavior. These interpretations were different despite the fact that both had the same direction of positive coefficient on the multiple logistic regression tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. Most references are not recent.
References were also not well arranged alphabetically. Author should ensure references are arranged alphabetically.
	

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


	Yes, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is fair and needs some modifications.  The title would need to be adjusted. The methods were not detailed and some clarifications required. Omissions and area for clarity have been highlighted above. Some of the references are not recent.
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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, there are none.
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